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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY 
I. Statement of the Problem 
This thesis Is a study of the relationship between social cleavage 
and partisan political attitudes. Its primary focus is the analysis of the 
relationship of certain social class indicators and attitudes toward the 
National Democratic Party, the Cook County Democratic Party, and Mayor 
Richard Daley, who is presently Chairman of the Cook County Democratic 
Co11111ittee. 
·The United States has just witnessed a decade in which there has been 
the assassination of a president and of a presidential candidate, the forma-
tion of George Wallace's third political party, much discussion of a fourth 
political party, street violence surrounding the 1968 National Democratic 
Convention, mounting protests of all sorts, and an increasing number of 
radical groups. One result of this decade of political turmoil and violence 
has been a recognition of the need for reform within the Democratic Party. 
Thus the decision of the 1968 Democratic Convention to initiate the National 
Co11111ission on Reform of the Party, the so-called McGovern Commission. The 
main task of the commission is to recommend ways of democratizing party 
structure, thereby bringing about greater citizen participation. 
The history of the National Democratic Party has not been without 
contradictions. In the late eighteenth century, Jeffersonian Democrats 
represented the same class Interests which Democrats claim to represent now. 
2 
Many of these early Democrats were urban workers, whose numbers rapidly 
increased with the wave of European immigration. Poorer farmers, Catholics, 
and liberal intellectuals were groups represented in the Democratic Party. 
Liberal intellectuals are obviously not a socio-economic group but more 
properly an ideological group. 
Seymour Lipset 1 points out that the Democratic Party has tradition-
ally taken an economically liberal position in its history but has not been 
so consistently liberal on non-economic issues. Examples of such non-
economic Issues are civil liberties, race relations, and foreign policy. 
The opposition of the Democrats to freeing the slaves Is a classic example 
of its sometimes conservative stance • 
. 
Today, the Democratic Party claims its support from our urban areas 
with their blue collar workers and labor unions, ethnic groups from southern 
and eastern Europe, Catholics, Jews, blacks, and certain groups of American 
intellectuals. Lipset devotes a chapter of his book to a discussion of the 
historical "leftism" of American Intellectuals. 2 
The Cook County Democratic Party ls as much an object of study of 
this thesis as is the National Democratic Party. It is said that the "last 
of the big city machines" rules in the Chicago area. This machine has 
certain characteristics which have been common to most of the big city 
machines in the United States. Meyerson and Banfield offer the following 
ethnic-religious description of the Chicago machine: 
1
seymour Martin Lipset, Political Man (New York: Doubleday & Co., 
1960) ' p • 318. 
2 Ibid., pp. 335-347. 
3 
The Democratic "machine" had ruled Chicago since 1923. 
Catholics were in control of it; since 1930, with few 
exceptions, they had held the major city offices: the 
mayor, city treasurer, county clerk, more than half of 
the county commissioners, and two-thirds of the 
aldermen were Catholics. And among the Catholics it 
was those of Irish extraction who were dominant in 
politics: one-third of the Council, Including most of 
its leaders, were Irish-Catholics. The other aldermen 
were mostly of Polish, Italian, Bohemian, Lithuanian, 
Slovak, or Greek extraction (in descending order of 
importance, these were the principal nationality groups 
within the Democratic Party) or of German extraction 
(these were Republicans). A few aldermen were Jews 
(unlike the Poles, Italians, and other ethnic minorities, 
the Jews did not usually endeavor to be recognized as a 
group on the party slate or in the award of patronage). 
Two were Negroes.J 
Aside from describing a machine, which no doubt tells us much about 
the quality of government under a machine, it is important to distinguish or 
define a machine in terms of its method of control. Edward Banfield offers 
this definition of a political party machine: 11A machine is a party of a 
particular ki_nd: one which relies characteristically upon the attraction of 
material rewards rather than enthusiasm for political principles. 114 The 
power of a machine rests with party structure more than government structure, 
although the weaker and more decentralized the government, the greater the 
possibility of a strong party machine gaining control. 
The Cook County Democratic Committee is composed of fifty ward 
committeemen and thirty township committeemen. The official structure of 
the party is described by Meyerson and Banfield: 
3Martin Meyerson and Edward C. Banfield, "A Machine at Work," 
Urban Government, ed. Edward C. Banfield, (New York: The Free Press, 
1969), pp. 169, 170. 
4Edward C. Banfield, Political Influence, (New York: The Free 
Press, 1961), p. 237. 
The ward committeeman made all the important decisions 
for the party within the ward. The Committeeman was 
elected in the primary every four years (usually he could 
keep an opponent off the ballot by raising technical 
objections to his petitions) and so his power rested in 
part upon a legal foundation. From a legal standpoint, 
he was entitled to receive and disburse party funds, to 
manage campaigns, and to represent the leaders of the 
party within the ward. In fact, he was commonly the 
"boss" of the ward; the party organization "belonged" to 
him. He decided who would run on the party's ticket 
within the ward, he appointed and dismissed precinct 
captains at will, and he dispensed patronage. As a mem-
ber of the City and County Central Committee of his party, 
he participated in selecting its candidates for all city, 
county, and state offices and for Congress. (Half of 
Illinois' twenty-six Congressional districts were in 
greater Chicago.) In each of the party governing bodies 
his vote was in proportion to the total primary vote for 
his party in the last election; this of course gave an 
incentive to "turn in" the biggest vote possible. 
No salary went with the office of committeeman, but 
most of the committeemen held one or more public jobs 
and some of them ran businesses which w5re profitable 
because of their political connections. 
To study a political party and attitudes toward it Is to study more 
than an organization; it Is to study power, political and governmental power. 
Among sociologists the study of power cannot and has not been separated from 
the study of power conflicts, class conflicts, and the many other social 
cleavages within a society. This thesis is interested in the relationship 
between social class and the attitudes and behavior of suburban registered 
Democrats toward the Democratic Party. Social class is used here in a 
generic sense. Besides using occupation and education as an index of social 
class, several other indicators are used, such as income, home ownership, 
residential mobility, and place of residence. 
5Meyerson and Banfield, pp. 171, 172. 
5 
The rapid growth of the suburbs as well as the diversity of the 
suburbs presents a special problem to the sociologist and political analyst. 
We have seen the creation of a multitude of gover.ning bodies to meet the 
needs of this growing population. As there has been little if any metro-
politan planning by government, there has been little planning or even 
accommodation of party structure to the suburban population growth. 
This thesis studies the social and economic characteristics as well 
as political attitudes of registered Democrats in different kinds of suburbs, 
most of which have consistently turned out a Republican majority at the 
polls. An intriguing question for the sociologist is a crucial question for 
the po)itician: Will the same political party alignments continue in the 
rapidly growing suburbs of our metropolitan regions? What does this mean to 
the typical social and economic cleavages within the two major political 
parties? 
This study is an attempt to probe these questions without presuming 
to answer them. 
6 
II . Survey of Related Literature 
Two outstanding books which measure voting behavior are The American 
Voter6 and Vot ins. 7 Both of these studies are an examination and analysis 
of why peop1~ vote the way they do. Since they study behavior as we 11 as 
attitude, they differ from this .thesis, which is Interested primari 1y in 
attitudes toward the Democratic Party. 
The American Voter is based upon national studies conducted by the 
Survey Research Center at the University of Michigan. The first study in 
this book was of the 1948 election, followed by several other election 
studies within a ten year period. 
Basically the data of the research reported upon in The American Voter 
were collected during three presidential elections by means of interviews 
conducted on a probability sampling of the national electorate. The data 
cover the 1948 Truman-Dewey campaign and the 1952 and 1956 Eisenhower-
Stevenson campaigns. This research studies the voters' perceptions of the 
parties and candidates. It presents an analysis of voter turnout during 
those three presidential elections. The researchers were concerned with the 
effect of membership in various social groupings upon political attitudes 
and voting behavior--a reference group theory approach to the study of 
political behavior. This book also contains an analysis of voting behavior 
on the basis of religious affiliation and on the basis of union or non-union 
6Angus Campbell et al., The American Voter (New York: John Wiley 
& Sons, Inc., 1964). - - -
7Bernard R. Bere1son, Paul F. lazarsfe1d, and William N. McPhee, 
Voting (Chicago: University of Chic~go Press, 1954). 
-J 
7 
membership. A chapter is devoted to the effect of social class upon voting 
behavior. 
The research reported upon in The American Voter is different from 
the research ~f this thesis in period of history, population, and method, 
but some of the interests within each are very similar. The American Voter, 
like this thesis, is interested in the relationship of social stratification 
to attitudes toward the political parties. 
Voting, unlike The American Voter, is not a study of a sample of the 
national electorate. It is a study of a thousand citizens in one colllTlunity, 
Elmira, New York, during one presidential election, the 1948 campaign of 
Truman vs Dewey. The data for this study were acquired by repeated inter-
. -
views with the same population. Obviously, the authors of this research were 
interested in ·change over a period of time; their aim was "to analyze a 
developing process." This book concerns itself with the way preferences are 
formed and choices made. The main focus and the method used in Voting is 
concerned with the process of choice and actual voting behavior, whereas 
this thesis is concerned primarily with attitudes toward one political party. 
Voting used repeated interviews as its method. This thesis research is based 
upon one mailed questionnaire. But both Voting and this thesis analyze the 
relationship of social status, religion, and ethnicity to political 
attitudes. 
Robert Alford's work, Party and Society, 8 is directly concerned with 
social cleavages and political life. His book is based upon ~econdary 
8Robert R. Alfor~, Party and Society {Chicago: Rand McNally and 
Co., 1963). 
8 
research and Is internationally comparative in scope. Nonetheless, his 
interest in social cleavages and political parties is directly related to 
the central hypotheses of this thesis. 
His study identifies the primacy of social status as a basis for 
political cleavage in societies. Within this context he pursues the matter 
of where and when the influence of a region within a country can override 
social etas& in its influence upon political preferences and behavior. 
Moreover, Alford analyzes the relation of religion to the association 
of class and vote. He notes that there are few studies on the association of 
class and voting within different religions or regional groupings. Alford, 
as do other researchers, points to the need for empirical research on the 
association of class and voting, taking special cognizance of status 
inconsistencies. 
Social mobility increases the incidence of cross-pressures and status 
inconsistencies in regard to political behavior. Therefore, because of 
increased soctal mobility, there may be more individuals today than in the 
past experiencing contrary partisan pressures due to their particular 
combination of religious affiliation and income level, or education and 
income. 
Alford joins several other researchers in suggesting a possible 
decline in the correlation of class and voting. He refers to the growing 
middle class style of life in America and the gradual adaptation of the 
working class to a middle class style of life. 
However, after studying the association of class and voting in four 
Anglo-Saxon countries, he states that there is no observable decline of the 
9 
influence of class upon political behavior. The nature of class may be 
altering In each country, especially in regard to the rigidity of class 
interests or class conflicts, but class interests remain a potent force in 
political party alignments and behavior in each of these countries, namely, 
Great Britain, Australia, the United States, and Canada. Alford's study 
reveals that as regional and religious diversity decreases in these countries, 
class interests become clearer and more influential. 
Janowitz and Sega19 assert a different hypothesis. They believe there 
is a decline in the social class basis of party affiliation and that this is 
not only due to the changing class structure in America but is related to the 
nature of the relationship between political and economic structures in a 
society. 
Political affiliations are more than a by-product 
of social stratification. Political institutions and 
political leadership are more autonomous elements In the 
process of change. The social stratification system is 
itself molded by PYJitical decisions and actions of 
political parties. 
Walter Berns in an essay on "Voting Studies" also asserts the primacy 
of the political in contrast to social phenomena in the development of any 
general theory concerning voting behavior. "Political behavior is a function 
of political opinion, and that politlcal opinion is a function of political 
11 
events and problems." 
9Morris Janowitz and David Segal, "Social Cleavage and Party Affili-
ation: Germany, Great Britain, and the United States," Ameri.can Journal of 
Sociology, 72 (May, 1967), 601-618. 
l O I b id; , p. 602. 
11 Walter Berns, "Voting Studies," Essays on the Scientific Study of 
Politics, ed. Herbert J, Storing (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc., 
1962) ' • 57. 
10 
Berns, along with other political scientists, is very sensitive about 
the sociologists' or psychologists' stress upon social, economic, or psycho-
logical determinants of voting behavior--just one more example of fratricidal 
war·s in academic circles. 
Berns does acknowledge, however, the outstanding contribution of the 
Michigan Research Survey Center to political science through the publication 
of The American Voter. Berns states that the authors of The American Voter 
Voter! 
recognize that voting choice is governed by what we have 
called political opinion, and they seek to discover the 
antecedent causes of this opinion, which they hope to 12 state in the form of deep-seated laws of social behavior. 
To justify this observation, Berns cites two quotes from The American 
As we have pushed behind the initial attitudes 
supporting the vote decision we have become impressed by 
the importance of antecedents that must be conceived in 
po 1 i ti ca 1 terms . 
Even here, however, the primary antecedent remains 
political. For the most potent factor differentiating 
responses (to a presidential candidate) is not economic 
status, social milieu or variation in deep-seated 
temperament, but quite simply the political party, which 
more of ten than not has been espoused years before the 
candidate takes up a ~osition as an object in the 
psychological field. lJ 
Obviously, Berns selectively seeks to minimize the social-economic 
correlates of party membership and th~ voting act. A recent article by 
William Form and Joan Rytina takes just the opposite stance. l4 This article 
12 1bid., p. 58. 
13~., p. 62. 
l4William H. Form 
Distribution of Power in 
Vol. 34 (Februar 1969) 
and Joan Rytina, "Ideological Beliefs on the 
the United States," American Sociological Review, 
. 19-31. 
~~·-------~------~ 11 
is an analysis of relationship between certain Ideologies and social class. 
It is a report of a study in which income was used as the chief Indicator of 
social status. The beliefs of respondents about the distribution of power 
were probed. ·The authors maintain that ideology legitimizes and vindicates 
a stratification system but does not necessarily create it: 
People in all income strata modify or adjust their 
beliefs about the operation ~f the pol\§lcal system in 
accord with their perceived interests. 
Although this study did not deal directly with political parties, as 
does this thesis, it does emphasize the need for a stratification approach 
to studies of political ideologies and political behavior. In approaching 
the topic of the distribution of power, the authors developed three models, 
the "pluralistic model" (which they claim is elaborated upon in the work of 
David Riesman), the "elitist model" (work of C. W. Mills) and the "economic 
model" (work of Marx). 
The work of William H. Whyte is especially relevant to this thesis 
since he posits the notion of an increasingly classless society and an 
imminently classless suburbia. 
Let me make perverse use of the concept of those who 
believe we are highly stratified: if one holds that class 
divisions exist because people think there are class 
divisions, to be consistent one would have to concede that 
they do not exist when people think they do not exist. 
The new suburbanites do indeed obscure some harsh realities 
when they talk of their democratic ideals, yet their un-
willingness to concede class divisions is itself a very 
powerful factor in keeping the divisions from crystallizing. 
I am not trying to argue that paradise is imminent; the 
breakdown of the old divisions of class has left people 
vulnerable to other kinds of webs, and these too have their 
tyrannies. But they are not tyrannies fixed upon the 
l51bid., p. 21 
rr----,2 ----. 
individual, like class; they are self-imposed, and thy6 individual has at least the choice of declining them. 
Of course, Marx, Mills, Leonard Relssman, this writer, and a host of 
other sociologists disagree with Whyte's analysis of the nature of class as 
well as his observation of suburbia, 
With the rapid growth of suburbs more attention must be given to the 
diversity within suburbs as well as to the social-economic diversity among 
the suburbs of thi~ nation. Robert C. Wood stresses the importance of this 
point: 
To make any reasonable deductions about the social 
economic characteristics of suburbia, then, two additional 
kinds of data are needed: evidence that the suburbs are 
not alike and evidence that there is a pattern in how they 
• differ •••• Systematic investigations confirm that the 
average suburban characteristics ••. are in fact a cymposite 
of a wide range of different people and attitudes. 7 
Likewise, Dobriner devotes seven chapters to a discussion of the 
different kinds of suburbs or the different classes within suburbs. 18 
Scott Greer is more concerned with the different kinds of government 
within suburbs than with the class system. Nonetheless, he acknowledges the 
social diversity of the suburbs. "The population outside the political 
bounds of the central city, however, manifest considerable variation in all 
their attributes. 111 9 
16wi11iam H. Whyte, Jr., The Organization Man (New York: Simon and 
Schuster, 1956), pp. 311 and 312:--
l]Robert C. Wood, Suburbia: Its People and Their Politics (Boston: 
Houghton Mifflin Co., 1958), p. 115. 
18Wi11iam M. Dobriner, Class in Suburbia (New Jersey: Prentice-
Hall, Irie., 1963). 
19scott Greer, Governing Metropolis (New York: John Wiley & Sons, 
Inc., 1962), p. 85. 
~., ----------~ 13 
It is logical to hypothesize that within the suburbs one would find 
a high degree of status inconsistency. Segal points out that research on the 
political effects of status inconsistencies has produced contradictory 
findings. 20 He offers an explanation for these cgntradlGtory findings In 
identifying the variable of the visibility of the lower status pressure: 
Where an individual defines his own status as high 
and others define his status as low, he suffers from status 
inconsistency, and tends to support the Democratic Party. 
This situation assumes that his lower status is, in some 
sense, visible. On the other hand, an individual may feel 
cross-pressured because two statuses which become salient 
to him in the absence of interpersonal pressures involve 
conflicting expectations. In this situation, the individual 
may withdraw from the political arena until such time as 
one of the ~roublesome statuses become politically 
irrelevant. 1 
The degree of status inconsistency and cross-pressure can be related 
to the political socialization of individuals, families, groups, and social 
classes. A relatively accepted model of socialization suggests that most 
political socialization occurs in the elementary school years. Jennings and 
Niemi, take issue with such a viewpoint. 
Our own data contain suggestive evidence that political 
interest rises during high school. 
Post-high school changes in political interest are 22 greatest near the beginning and end of the adult life span. 
20oavid R. Segal, ''Status Inconsistency, Cross Pressures, and 
American Political Behavior," American Sociological Review, Vol. 34 
(June, 1969), p. 352. 
21 1bid., p. 358 
22H. Kent Jennings and Richard G. Niemi, "Patterns of Political 
Learning," Harvard Educational Review, Vol. 38 (Summer, 1968), pp. 448 
and 449. 
,,..---~·------~---------, 14 
Party identification Is studied as another variable distinguishable 
from political interest by Jennings and Niemi. Most studies reveal that 
party identification develops at a very early age and is believed to remain 
stable throughout the lives of most individuals. Their studies propose 
another pattern: 
There Is a rapid increase in the proportion of inde-
pendents over the elementary school years •... Adult studies 
demonstrate that this relatively high percentage of Inde-
pendents Is not maintained for long. A comp•riaon of the 
students and parents, for example, reveals a ten per cent 
difference, with the parents having the lower percentage. 
More generally, throughout adult life the proportion of 
independents decreases steadily until age 65 or so, when 
only about 15 per cent of the populati~n claims to stand 
on neutral ground between the parties. 3 
·The assertion of Jennings and Niemi about the decline in the proportion 
of independents as age increases is based upon longitudinal studies conducted 
by the Michigan Survey Research Center and reported in The American Voter. 
Related to the problem of political socialization but nonetheless 
distinct from it is the role of ethnicity in politics. Robert Lane in his 
book Political Life devotes a chapter to the analysis of the relation of 
ethnic background to political attitudes and behavior. 
On the whole, as might be expected, those nationality 
groups that settled in the cities (Irish, Italian, Polish) 
have somewhat higher rates of participation than those who 
have substantial proportions in rural areas (German, 
Scandinavian), and, it may be noted, each group has 
slightly higher rates than the natives in circumstances 
similar to its own. There is a change in the proportions 
which prevailed in the twenties, when nationality groups 
other than natives of "Yankee" origin tended to partici-
pate in politics much less than the average. 
Z31bid., p. 453. 
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As for religious differences in rates of participation, 
the rising standards of living and assimilation of Catholics 
and Jews has brought their rates of participation equal to 
or above the rates of similarly situated Protestants. Today, 
of all ethnic and reli~4ous groups, the Jews are the most 
frequent participants. 
In regard to participation in political parties, Lane maintains that 
party loyalty is more often derived from a prior ethnic loyalty and persists 
as long as there is an ethnic identification within a particular party. 25 
Lane treats the major religious groups as ethnic groups in his 
analysis of political life. He notes that in the past, especially during 
the years of heavy immigration in this country, religious influences tended 
to lead people away from politics. ''But today, the more highly organized 
religrous groups, the Jews and Catholics, participate more than Protestants 
and the Protestants participate more than those with no acknowledged 
1• . .. 26 re 1g1on. 
However, there is indication that the force of religion on political 
behavior is now waning, according to Lane: 
In younger age groups the religious differences in 
vote decision is less than in older groups. Moreover, 
the forces which are said to be generally weakening the 
hold of religion on the public also weaken the force of 
reli~i~us !den2~fication and church pressure on political 
part1c1pat1on. 
24Robert E. Lane, Political Life (Glencoe, I 11.: The Free Press, 
1959), p. 236. 
251bid., p. 243. 
261bid., p. 245. 
27tbid., p. 246. 
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This thesis ls not interested simply in social and economic cleavage 
in society but In how these cleavages are related to political attitudes and 
behavior. Obviously, political attitudes are not formed in a philosophical 
vacuum but in a concrete political, geographical, and governmental situation. 
The sample of this study is drawn from residents of suburbs within the 
Chicago metropolitan area. Four books were especially helpful in understand-
ing the political and governmental history of the respondents in this study. 
They were~ Politics 28, Governing Metropolis 29, Political lnfluence30, 
and Urban Government.3 1 
f..!.!l. Politics contains a chapter on "Cleavages," "The Machine," and 
"Nonp~rtlsanship. 11 Scott Greer in Governing Metropolis analyses the 
political and governmental relationship of suburb and city as well as some 
specific political issues of suburbia. 
Banfield's recently published reader in Urban Government contains 
some excellent readings on "The Machine and I ts Reform." 
Another book by Banfield, Political Influence, was most helpful in 
its analysis of specific controversial decisions made by the "powers that be" 
in the Chicago metropolitan area. 
28Edward C. Banfield and James Q. Wilson, .f..!..!r. Politics (New York: 
Random House, 1963). 
29scott Greer, Governing the Metropolis (New York: John Wiley and 
Sons, Inc., 1962). 
30Edward C. Banfield, Political Influence (New York: The Free 
Press, 1961) • 
31Edward C. Banfield, ed., Urban Government (New York: The Free 
Press, 1969). 
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A study of government and influence in the Chicago area is not 
adequate background for an understanding of the political situation of 
suburban Democrats. It is necessary to review the history of the Democratic 
Party in Illinois and not simply government and the Democratic machine in 
Chicago. James Q. Wilson's book The Amateur Democrat32 discusses three 
efforts at reform of the Democratic Party. These were the creation of the 
Committee on Illinois Government (CIG) in 1952, the organization of the 
Democratic Federation of Illinois (DFI) in 1957, and the development of the 
Independent Voters of Illinois (IVI) in 1944. 
To omit recognition of the growing political radicalism in this 
count~y and this city in a study of political parties would be a serious 
omission. Skolnick's report33 and Neiburg's Political Violence34 are two 
sources of enlightenment on the relationship of today's radical movements 
and our present political system. 
There are many other books and articles which are related to the focus 
of this research. The ones commented upon In this chapter were judged most 
significant and helpful in refining the topic of this thesis. 
The next section of this chapter is devoted to a discussion of the 
sociological theory which serves as a theoretical context for the specific 
hypotheses of this thesis. 
32James Q. Wilson, The Amateur Democrat (Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 1962). 
33Jerome H. Skolnick, The Politics of Protest (New York: Ballantine 
Books, 1969). 
34H. L. Nieburg, Political Violence: The Behavioral Process 
(New York: St. Martfn's Press, 1969). 
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111. Theoretical Considerations 
Social class is a complex phenomenon to measure and is becoming 
increasingly difficult as we witness both individual and group mobility in 
Ame'rican society. The difficulty of its measurement does not, howeverp 
decrease the significance of its effect upon the behavior of individuals and 
groups. However we ascertain social class--by measuring income, style of 
life, type of occupation, education, home ownership, or any combination of 
these factors--its importance as a basis for pervasive social cleavage is 
indisputable. 
Class is part of social reality, part of the fabric 
of society, and is not simply an abstraction devised by 
the social analyst for his own convenience.35 
To enunciate the significance of class is not to say that class is 
clearly definable or that there is conscious unity and cohesiveness within 
social classes in the United States. It is a gross simplification to say 
that members of different classes "live in distinguishable and separate 
cultural worlds. 11 36 Such an approach to social class is a primitive approach 
and not suited for the study of class structure in a highly urban, industrial 
and complex society. 
Many of the classic studies of stratification by sociologists have 
been of relatively small communities. Examples of such studies are Warner 
and Lunt's study of a New England town,37 the Lynds 1 Middletown 
35Leonard Reissman, Class In American Society (Illinois: The Free 
Press, 1959), p. 169. 
361bid., p. 174. 
37w. Lloyd Warner and Paul Lunt, The Social Life of a Modern 
Community (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1941).~ ---
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study,38 Warner's Jonesville,39 James West's Plainville, 40 and Hollingshead's 
study of a small town in I llinois. 41 More recently sociologists have under-
taken analyses of social class on a national level, e.g., The Power Elite,42 
~ 44 The Lonely Crowd, 3 and White Collar. 
-----
There is no doubt that the economic dimension of social class has a 
central place both in historical development of the theories of social class 
and in the present empirical studies of social class. But in almost all the 
approaches to social class there has been the recognition of at least three 
dimensions: economic, political, and social. 45 This thesis is particularly 
concerned with the political dimension of social class. This particular 
concern is not new in social science. 
In large measure, the assumption that the ideas and 
actions of man are conditioned by their social and 
economic position in society is fairly widely accepted 
in the analysis of political motivations and behavior. 
As indicated above, this assumption is clear in a wide 
spectrum of political analysis beginning with the Marxian 
38Robert S. Lynd and H~len Merrell Lynd, Middletown in Transition 
(New York: Harcourt Brace & Co., 1937). 
39w. Lloyd Warner, Democracy.!..!!. Jonesville: A Study.!..!!. Quality and 
Inequality (New York: Harper & Bros., 1949). 
40James West, Plainville, U.S.A. (New York: Columbia University 
Press, 1965). 
41August B. Hollingshead, Elmtown 1 s Youth (New York: John Wiley 
and Sons, Inc., 1949). 
42c. Wright Mills, The Power Elite (New York: Oxford University 
Press, 1956). 
43oavld Riesman, !!!!_Lonely Crowd (New Haven: Yale University Press, 
1950). 
44c. Wright Mill, White Collar (New York: Oxford University Press, 
1951). 
45Riessmann 0 
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thesis that economic classes are simultaneously political 
classes, and up to the present decade where emphasis has 
been placed upon
4
ihe influence of class variables on 
voting behavior. 
The studies of voting behavior which have taken place in the United 
States during the 1940's and 1950's have been primarily interested in 
studying the motivation of the political behavior of individuals and groups 
more than with the economic and political structure of society. Obviously 
these two approaches, the psychological and the structural, are inextricably 
related and only analytically separable. Nonetheless, the many voting 
behavior studies were more interested in class self-identification and 
. 
awareness than with the so-called objective indicators of class. 
In recent years, sociologists have shown interest in the study of 
class-conflict politics. The result of some recent analysis is the observa-
tion that there is a decline in class-conflict politics as well as the social 
class basis of party affiliation. Along with the proposition that America 
is becoming increasingly middle class ls the notion of "middle-majority" 
politics. This seems to coincide with the eppeel of polltlcien1 todey to 
the so-called 11silent majority" or "middle America." 
The proposed alternative to the dominance of a class-conflict politics 
.is a 11 consens'!s and c 1 eavage po 1 it i cs" according to Janowi tz and Sega 1. 47 
These authors pose the idea that there may be new differentiated social 
groupings which reflect economic, professional, and bureaucratic Interests. 
46Reissman, pp. 219, 220. 
47Janowitz and Segal, p. 602. 
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They suggest that the. growth of affluence weakens the ideological commitment 
related to class-conflict politics. 
However, Janowitz and Segal seem more to be naming new and evolving 
elements within an old and enduring phenomenon. Given the proposition that 
social class is dynamic and is an evolving as well as enduring structural 
phenomenon in American society, could Janowitz and Segal simply be recog-
nizing the evolving new social-economic cleavages within both the American 
class structure and the American two-party system? This seems at least as 
plausible as saying that we are moving from a class-conflict political model 
to a consensus and cleavage political model. Of course, the ambiguity in 
the word "cleavage" blurs the distinction In the alternatives presented 
above. 
Due to evolution within a social stratification system, the study of 
both status inconsistency and status crystallization become a special 
challenge and problem to the sociologist. When one attempts to place 
individuals within a certain social class identified for analytical purposes, 
one becomes aware of the prevalence of status Inconsistencies among the 
traditional social indicators of class, i.e., income, education, occupation. 
These inconsistencies can play a significant role in the analysis of 
political behavior. For example, the income of a blue collar worker may, 
taken alone, place him in class two on a five class range, but his education, 
nationality, and religion would better situate him in class four. 
The problem is to ascertain how these diverse social class indicators 
are related to his political attitudes and behavior. Another significant 
variable in the analysis of social class and political behavior is region 
22 
of the country. An outstanding example of the significance of region ls the 
role of the South in the politics of this country. Because this thesis 
confines itself to citizens of one region, the relation of region and 
political attitudes is not considered in these pages. 
The relation of religion to political attitudes is frequently 
introduced by both sociologists and political scientists. Actually, however, 
there are few studies on the association of class and vote within different 
religions and regional groupings. Robert Alford suggests the following: 
The purely religious dimension of distinctive 
political behavior may emerge more
4
91early after the class 
and ethnic associations disappear. 
In any analysis of the relationship of religion to political atti-
tudes, one must question whether the different religious groups, especially 
Catholics and Jews, represent more of an ethnic subculture than a distinctive 
I 
set of values embodied in religious institutions.49 
The class theory, summarily presented in the preceding pages, is the 
central theoretical context out of which the research design of this thesis 
was developed. The following pages will present the hypotheses of this 
study. 
48Alford, p. 55. 
49An excellent source for the analysis of religious affiliation 
and political behavior is chapter four of Gerhard Lenski's book, The 
Religious Factor (New York: Doubleday & Company, Inc., 1961). 
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IV. Conceptualization and Hypotheses 
This is a study of suburban Democrats. To Identify a suburban 
population is simply a matter of geography, but to determine who is a 
Democrat Is a more complex problem. One could select Democrats on several 
criteria: those who so identify themselves, those who voted for the last 
Democratic presidential nominee, or those who registered as a Democrat in 
order to vote in the last presidential primary election. The last criterion 
was chosen for pragmatic reasons; namely, it was possible to get the list of 
individuals who registered as Democrats. It would have been very costly to 
send a questionnaire to an entire population to find out either who iden-
tifies himself as a Democrat or who voted Democratic in the last presidential 
election. 
However, the choice of the most economic and practical means of 
identifying Democrats creates some serious conceptual problems with an 
unavoidable prejudicing of the sample in an unknown direction. Generally, 
only 20 to 30 per cent of those who vote Democratic in a national election 
register as Democrats in a primary. Therefore, we do not know how those 
who register in a primary differ, If at all, from the larger body of citizens 
who identify themselves as Democrats other than through registration as such. 
We do not know If our findings apply to the larger group or not. Any 
generalizations must be limited by this conceptual and sampling difficulty. 
This study is interested in attitudes of Democrats toward the 
Democratic Party. The Democratic Party has many structural levels as well 
as images. For purposes of this research two levels of party were dealt 
with: The National Democratic Party and the Cook County Democratic Party. 
~ -----------------------------2~4------------------------------w 
Because of the unique role of the Chairman of the Cook County Democratic 
Party, that of being Mayor of the largest and central city within Cook 
County, the attitudes of Democrats toward this Chairman/Mayor were probed. 
Attitudes toward the National Democratic Party, the Cook County 
Democratic Party, and Mayor Richard J. Daley are the primary dependent 
variables in this research. A fourth and last dependent variable and one 
of less importance than the others in this study is knowledge of government. 
The primary independent variable is social class as measured by the 
Hollingshead two-factor index of occupation and education. This index uses 
. 
occupation and education as measures of social class. Religious affiliation 
is used as another important independent variable in studying attitudes 
toward the Democratic Party. Other independent variables controlled in this 
research are sex, age, residential mobility, nationality or descent, and 
income. 
The following three hypotheses are central to this research: 
1. The higher the soci.o-economic class of suburban registered 
Dempcrats, the more positive their attitude toward the 
National Democratic Party. 
2. The higher the socio-economic class of suburban registered 
Democrats, the more negative their attitude toward the Cook 
County Democratic Party. 
3. The higher the socio-economic class of suburban registered 
Democrats, the more negative their attitude toward Mayor 
Richard J. Daley. 
,,.--
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The following three statements are subsidiary hypotheses: 
1. The higher the socio-economic class of suburban registered 
Democrats, the greater their knowledge of government. 
2. Suburban registered Democrats who identify themselves as 
Catholics have a more favorable attitude toward the Cook 
County Democratic Party than those who identify themselves 
with another religious preference. 
3. Suburban registered Democrats who identify themselves as 
Catholics have a more favorable attitude toward Mayor Daley 
than those who identify themselves with another religious 
preference. 
This concludes the presentation of the theory and hypotheses of this 
thesis. The next chapter will present a description of the population, the 
suburban towns, and the methodology employed in this study • 
• 
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CHAPTER I I 
DESCRIPTION OF POPULATION AND METHODOLOGY 
I. General Characteristics of the Six Suburbs of Chicago 
Selected for Study50 
Winnetka5 1 
Winnetka Is within New Trier Township and covers a 3.83 square mile 
area along lake Michigan. The village of Winnetka began in 1869 with the 
appro~al of Its charter giving a legal basis for government by a village 
president and village council. A council-manager plan of government was 
adopted by the village council in 1915. The village council, composed of 
six trustees and the village president, is the governing body of Winnetka. 
All are elected for two-year terms. 
The village manager is the chief administrative officer and is 
appointed by as well as reports to the village council. The Winnetka Caucus 
System was created in 1915 as an effort to avoid partisan politics in 
Winnetka government. Structurally, this caucus system is composed of the 
caucus committee, the caucus nominating committee, and the annual town 
meeting. The function of the caucus committee is to bring recommendations 
on platform and candidates to the town meeting for discussion. The caucus 
nominating committee's function is to present a slate of nominees for the 
50Population estimates are presented in the next section. 
51Mrs. Stephen J. Fraenkel, ed., Guide to Winnetka (Northfield, 111.: 
Nathan W. Rubel Co., 1967), pp. 1-5. 
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following year's caucus committee at the annual town meeting. The town 
meeting Is the final voice of authority for the caucus system. 
There are three small business districts in Winnetka. Near or in 
these districts are some apartments and townhouses. HOn'ever, most of 
Winnetka is comprised of single family dwellings. This is an established 
residential suburb with no major industrial sites within it. 
The Democratic Committeeman for Winnetka, which is part of New Trier 
Township, is Lynn A. WI lliams. Mr. Williams ran as an independent Democrat 
for the position of Committeeman in 1966 and defeated the incumbent 
Micha~l Gomberg. In March of 1970 he was opposed by Joseph Smith for the 
position of New Trier Democratic Committeeman. Mr. Smith was supported in 
his bid for this position by those who hold control over the Cook County 
Democratic Party. Mr. Williams defeated Smith for the position of 
Committeeman by a two-to-one margin. The central issue of Mr. Williams' 
campaign was opposition to machine politics and patronage as a means of 
party power and control. 
Wi lmette52 
The village of Wilmette was incorporated in 1871. This suburb 
borders Lake Michigan and is situated directly north of Evanston. It covers 
5.3 square miles, all of which fal·ls within New Trier Township. There are 
no industrial sites within Wilmette. Most of Wilmette consists of single 
family dwellings; however, there are several sections of apartments and 
521nformation acquired by a telephone interview with the Assistant 
Vi 1 lage Manager. 
,,,,----_______________ _____, 
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condominiums. In recent years there has been an Increase In the number of 
rental units available In Wilmette. There are five general business 
sections within Wilmette. 
The government of Wilmette is a Manager-Council type. There are six 
members elected at large to the Wilmette Board of Trustees. These members 
serve for four years. The Board of Trustees hires a Village Manager who is 
the chief administrator of the Village. The Manager has the responsibility 
of supervising the various departments of governmental services. 
The Democratic Committeeman of New Trier Township is the official 
head of the Democratic Party in Wilmette. The committeeman Is presently 
Lynn A. Williams, an independent Democrat, who was commented on previously 
in this section under the description of Winnetka. 
Pa1atine53 
Several suburbs northwest of Chicago is the village of Palatine. 
The village covers a comparatively large piece of land, 6. 1 square mites, 
an~ was incorporated in 1861. There are no major industrial sites within 
the village boundaries. Practically all of Palatine is composed of single 
family dwelling units centering around one general business area. 
The government of Palatine consists of a Board of Trustees and a 
Village Manager. There are six members on the Board of Trustees, alt of 
whom are elected at large, including the President of the Board. The Board 
hires the Village Manager, who is the chief administrator of all village 
departments. 
531nformation acquired through a telephone interview with the 
Village Clerk. 
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The Democratic committeeman of Palatine Township is the newly elected 
(March 1970) Richard A. Mugalian, who is an independent Democrat. 
Ni 1 es 54 
The village of Niles was incorporated in 1899 at which time its 
population was approximately 500 people. Niles covers 5.53 square miles 
with slightly more th~n one-third of the land being classified as residen-
tial. Within the villai• of Nile& there la some unused land available. 
approximately two-thirds of one square mile. There are major industrial 
and commercial areas within Niles. In contrast to Winnetka, a stable 
residential suburb, Niles ls an industrial suburb rapidly growing In 
population with boundaries that border on the city of Chicago. Part of 
the village of Niles falls within Maine Township and part within Ni Jes 
Township. 
The governing body of N"iles is a Village Board, which consists of 
six Trustees, the President of the Board (who holds the title of Mayor), 
• 
and the Village Clerk. The board appoints a Village Manager who administers 
the nine departments of Niles which are: Fire, Police, Administration and 
Finance, Public Works, Engineering, Building, Family Service, Health, and 
Civil Service. The members of the Board of Trustees are elected at large 
to four-year terms. The election of these officers is on a non-partisan 
basis. 
Since the village of Niles is divided within two Townships, Maine 
and Niles, the Democratic Party falls within the jurisdiction of two 
5411Thls Is Niles," a study of the Village of Niles, Illinois, 
prepared by the League of Women Voters. 
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Township Committeemen. Nicholas Blase is Committeeman of Maine Township 
and Aaron Jaffe is Committeeman of Niles Township. Both of these men were 
reelected in the March 1970 Primary. 
Rolling Meadows55 
The youngest of the suburbs in this study is Rolling Meadows, which 
began In 1955. Rolling Meadows is situated northwest of Chicago. Part of 
Rolling Meadows is within Palatine Township and part is within Elk Grove 
Township. Rolling Meadows is a sprawling suburb of relatively compact homes 
mixed with some industrial and commercial sections. 
• A Mayor and City Council govern Rolling Meadows. The city is divided 
into five wards with two Aldermen elected for four-year terms from each 
ward. Two other elected officials are the City Clerk and the City Treasurer. 
There are two appointed advisory boards, the Zoning Board of Appeals and the 
Plan Commission. 
Like Niles, there are two Township Committeemen having official 
Democratic Party jurisdiction within Rolling Meadows. They are Chester 
Chesney of Elk Grove Township and Richard A. Mugalian of Palatine Township. 
Chester Chesney was re-elected in the March 1970 Primary. Richard Mugalian, 
an independent Democrat, defeated the incumbent Peter Gerling for the 
Democratic Committeeman position in Palatine Township. 
55Ro11ing Meadows Business Directory, prepared by the Rolling 
Meadows Chamber of Commerce (Arlington Heights, Illinois: Paddock 
Publications, Inc., 1967). 
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Whee 1 i ng 56 
A sma11 suburb neighboring Palatine is the village of Wheeling, 
which covers 5 square miles. Wheeling falls within Wheeling Township and 
was incorporated in 1894. There are several industrial sites within the 
boundaries of Wheeling, which have and are developing more rental dwelling 
units within the village. There are predominantly single family dwellings 
in Wheeling with four small business sections in different parts of the 
village. 
An elected Board of Trustees is the main governmental body. Members 
of ·the Board, as well as the President of the Board, have four-year terms 
and are elected at large. The Board hires the chief administrator of the 
Village, who is known as the Village Manager. 
The village of Wheeling falls within Wheeling Township. The 
Democratic Conmitteeman of Wheeling Township is James McCabe who was re-
elected to that position in the March, 1970 primary. 
561nformation acquired through a telephone Interview with the 
V i 11 age C 1 erk • 
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I I. Characteristics of the Population 
The six suburbs from which the sample of this study ls drawn are 
so~ially and economically different. Table 1 Illustrates some of the 
differences according to the 1960 U. S. Census. 
Table 1.--Census Data on Social Characteristics of the Population as of 1960* 
Town 
Winnetka 
Wilmette 
Palatine 
Niles 
Rolling Meadows 
Whee 11 ng 
Town 
Winnetka 
Wilmette 
Palatine 
Niles 
Rolling Meadows 
Whee 1 i ng 
Population 
13,368 
28,268 
11 '504 
20,393 
10,879 
7' 169 
Per cent 
foreign 
born 
7.0 
5.5 
3. 1 
7.4 
1. 7 
3.4 
Per cent 
non-white 
2.0 
.8 
.2 
• 1 
. 1 
. 2 
Per cent 
residing in 
state of birth 
58.5 
65,7 
71.0 
83.5 
80.3 
. . . 
Per cent Per cent Median 
under 18 over 65 Age 
34;4 10.2 37.7 
38.4 8.8 32.3 
42.5 5.3 27.0 
38.8 5. 1 30.0 
50.4 1. 3 18. 1 
49.0· 1.8 ... 
Per cent Median 
moved In school years 
after 1958 completed 
15.8 15.2 
18.9 13.8 
28. 1 12.4 
22.2 12. 1 
19.6 12.4 
... 12.2 
*complete data not available for Wheeling and Rolling Meadows. 
The population of Rolling Meadows is strikingly young compared to 
the other five suburbs, whereas Wilmette and Winnetka have the highest per-
centages of citizens over 65 years of age. Niles and Winnetka have the 
highest percentages of foreign born citizens; likewise, Winnetka has the 
highest percentage of citizens who were born outside the State of Illinois. 
Besides these social characteristics, the census data present some 
economic statistics on these six suburbs. Table 2 shows some of these 
statistics. The economic diversity of these six suburbs is clearly shown 
by these figures. 
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Table 2.-- Census Data on Economic Characteristics of the Population 
as of 1960 
Town 
Winnetka 
Wilmette 
Palatine 
Niles 
Rolling Meadows 
Whee 11 ng 
Town. 
Winnetka 
Wilmette 
Palatine 
Niles 
Rolling Meadows 
Wheeling 
Median 
Income 
$20, 166 
13,661 
8,837 
8,821 
7,589 
7,390 
Non-worker 
to worker 
ratio 
1.62 
1. 76 
1. 70 
1.52 
2.17 
2.00. 
Per cent in Labor Force Per cent Females Women with Males Males Unemployed 
over Jlt children under 6 18-24 over 65 
29.2 
28.3 
31.9 
34.0 
28. 1 
Per cent in 
manuf actur-
i ng Indus-
tries 
19.5 
20.7 
33.4 
42.2 
38.2 
34.7 
16.2 
20.4 
26.5 
31. 1 
25.0 
Per cent in 
wh i t e co 11 a r 
employment 
76.0 
78.0 
59,7 
51.5 
52. 1 
55,6 
62.3 
91.5 
86.8 
59.4 
49. 1 
31. 2 
33.6 
.8 
,7 
2.0 
1. 2 
1.6 
1. 7 
Per cent Per cent 
with less with more 
than $3,000 than $10,00 
yearly inc. yearly inc. 
3.3 
3,3 
4. 1 
4.3 
1.9 
3,7 
79.2 
68.4 
36.5 
25,7 
14.2 
15.6 
Unfortunately these figures are ten years old. Pierre DeVise brings 
some of the statistics in Tables 1 and 2 somewhat more up to date by 
computing 1966 estimates.57 
.# 
These estimates are presented In Table 3. 
~"4~s Tow~0> 
~ b:CJVOLA \S' 
\JN~ VE:RSITY 
57Pierre De Vise, Chicago's Widening Color~ (Chicago: Inter-
university Social Research Committee, 1967), pp. 135-158. 
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Table 3.-- 1966 Population and Income Estimates for Six Suburbs 
Population Medi an Family * Town Rank 
Income 
Winnetka 14,081 $25,520 5 
Wilmette 32,423 16,800 10 
Palatine 20' 189 10,920 49 
Niles 31 ' 1 38 10,500 64 
Rolling Meadows 16, 181 9,030 151 
Wheeling 12,574 9,240 133 
* The economic rank is the ranking of 84 Chicago community areas 
and 166 suburban municipalities of 2,500 or more people based on 
a composite of ranks scoring community units according to their 
median family income, average value of homes, and assessed real 
estate valuations per resident •••. The composite score assigns a 
weight factor of two tij income and a weight factor of one to each 
of the other factors.~ 
These 1966 estimates, if correct, show that the economic diversity 
among these suburbs has not changed substantially since 1960. 
Because this thesis studies attitudes of Democrats, the number of 
registered Democrats In each of the six suburbs Is a relevant statistic. 
Table 4 shows the number of citizens in each of these suburbs who registered 
as Democrats In the 1968 Presidential primary. 
Table 4.-- Number of registered Democrats in 1968 
Suburb 
Winnetka 
Wilmette 
Palatine 
Ni 1es 
Rolling Meadows 
Whee 1 i ng 
Total 
Registered Democrats 
484 
994 
211 
963 
120 
249 
3,021 
This concludes the description of the populations and towns studied 
in this thesis. The next two parts of Chapter I I deal with the research 
instrument and methodology of the study. 
5Btbid. 
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II I. Selection of Questionnaire Items and Administration of Questionnaire 
Since the purpose of this research ls to study the relationship of 
social cleavage and attitudes toward the Democratic Party, a method that 
could reach a large enough number of people was desirable. The sample had 
to be large enough to distinguish different social groupings and to make 
comparisons. Therefore, a mailed questionnaire rather than the interview 
was chosen as the primary instrument of this research. This choice was made 
with awareness of the weaknesses of the method; that is, the Inevitable bias 
due to the return rate, the inability to probe the meaning of responses, the 
necessary if not arbitrary limiting of responses, and the relative ambiguity 
of word choice. Nonetheless, the advantages of having a large sample were 
judged to outweigh the disadvantages of the malled questionnaire method. To 
use an interview method would have necessitated using a much smaller sample. 
Most of the items used in the questionnaire were devised for this 
particular study. The questionnaire contains the usual biographical data 
items; for example, age, sex, religion, education, nationality, descent, etc. 
The Hollingshead Two-Factor Index is used as a measure of social class.59 
There are seven items about voting behavior of the respondents. 
Ten items are used to probe attitudes toward the National Democratic 
Party. Eleven items probe attitudes toward the Cook County Democratic Party 
and eleven items probe attitudes about Mayor Richard J. Daley. 
These questions were based partially upon the results of another 
study made by a graduate student at the University of Chicago. 60 That 
59see Appendix A for description of social class index. 
6
°Kay Schlozman, "In Search of the New Politics" (unpublished Master's 
thesis, Dept. of Political Science, University of Chicago, 1970). 
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student interviewed one hundred precinct captains in New Trier, Deerfield, 
West Deerfield, and Shields Townships. The captains were asked what, if 
anything, they like or dislike about the Democratic Party and about Mayor 
Richard Daley~ Their answers were categorized and grouped according to the 
frequency of responses. Those categories which were mentioned most frequentl 
were used as the basis for questions 28 to 63 of this study's 
I . 61 quest onna1re. 
An Interview with Mr. Lynn A. Williams, New Trier Township Democratic 
Corrmitteeman, and Mr. William Maloney, Winnetka Democratic Precinct Captain, 
assisted in composing the items of the questionnaire. Likewise, observations 
of six meetings of the New Trier Democratic Organization, which is composed 
of Democratic workers from six northern suburbs, has assisted this writer 
in preparing the questionnaire. 
The questionnaire contains three factual items designed to give some 
indication of the respondents' knowledge of government. There are altogether 
seventy-two Items in this questionnaire. It takes approximately 15 to 30 
minutes to answer the questionnaire. 
Pre-Test and Mailing 
Questionnaires were sent out in early December, 1969, as a pre-test 
to 19 registered Democrats in the north and northwest suburbs of Chicago. 
Fourteen of the questionnaires were returned, most of which contained many 
suggestions for improving the questionnaire. Ambiguities were discovered 
in several questions by means of the pre-test. 
61see Appendix B for copy of questionnaire. 
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In early January, 1970, the printed questionnaires were sent to 3,021 
registered Democrats In the six suburbs included in this research. They 
received a cover letter, a questionnaire, and a stamped return-addressed 
envelope. Nine hundred sixty voters returned the questionnaires, which gives 
a rather high 31 per cent return rate. All returns were received by 
February 5. The respondents were assured of complete anonymity in their 
responses. Those respondents who were interested in a summary report of the 
findings were invited to request a report in a separate envelope from their 
return envelope. Sixty respondents wrote to this writer expressing interest 
in the study and requesting a copy of the report. 
Because the 1968 primary voting record was used as the mailing list 
and such a list was over a year old at the time of the questionnaire mailing, 
122 questionnaires were returned with the indication that there was no such 
person living at that address. 
It is important to keep in mind that many households received more 
than one questionnaire. No matter how many questionnaires were sent to the 
same address, each person was asked to respond because individuals, not 
households, are registered voters. However, on the class Index, respondents 
were grouped on the basis of the occupation and education of the head of the 
household. This circumstance should be kept in mind in interpreting the 
results of the questionnaire. 
The analysis of these results is the topic of the following chapter. 
First, a description of the sample will be given as it was acquired through 
the data and then an analysis of the data in terms of the hypotheses. 
CHAPTER 111 
ANALYSIS OF DATA 
I. Statistical Description of Sample 
In order better to understand the conclusions which may be drawn 
from this study, it Is important to know some of the basic characteristics 
of the ·respondents. The first part of this chapter consists of a summary 
description of the respondents according to certain characteristics, some 
of which have been selected as independent variables In this research. 
Of the 3,021 questionnaires malled to suburban registered Democrats, 
960 questionnaires were returned. Table 5 presents the number sent to each 
suburb, the number returned from each suburb, the per cent of total sample 
from each suburb, and the return rate per suburb. Generally, the higher the 
social economic rank of the suburb, the higher the return rate of ques-
t ionna ires. 
TABLE 5.--Distrlbution of respondents accordl~g to suburb of residence 
Suburb Number of Number of Per cent Per cent 
questionnaires questionnaires of total return rate 
sent out returned return per suburb 
Winnetka 484 239 24.9 49.4 
Wilmette 994 359 37,3 36. 1 
Palatine 211 73 7,6 34.6 
Niles 963 180 18.7 18.7 
Ro 11 i ng Meadows 249 32 3,3 12.8 
Wheel Ing 120 39 4. 1 32.5 
Other suburbs 0 13* 1.4 
Suburb not given 0 25 2.6 
Total 3,021 %0 99,9 TI:"S" 
*Some questionnaires were returned from other suburbs because 
some respondents had moved to another suburb since the 1968 
presidential primary. The mall was forwarded to them and 
they responded as of when they were living In the suburb In 
which they registered as a Democrat In 1968. 
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Related to the fact of the particular suburb In which a respondent 
lives is the length of time In which he has resided In that suburb, the 
likelihood of his moving from the suburb In which he now lives, and where 
he lived prior to his present location. Tables 6, 7, and 8 describe the 
actual and expected physical mobility of respondents. 
TABLE 6.--Distributlon of sample according to length of time of residence 
within.suburb 
Number of years 
0 - 4 years 
5 - 9 years 
10 -14 years 
15 -19 years 
20 -24 years 
25+ years 
No response 
Number of respondents 
Total 
156 
224 
268 
128 
78 
103 
3 
%0 
Per cent 
16.2 
23.4 
27.9 
13.3 
8. 1 
10.7 
0.3 
99,9 
TABLE 7.--Dlstributlon of sample according to respondents' likelihood of 
moving out of llllnols within the next 5 years 
Like 1 i hood Number Per cent 
Very 1 i ke 1 y 
Fa i r 1 y 1 i ke 1 y 
Not very 1 i ke 1 y 
Not at a 11 1 i ke 1 y 
No response 
Total 
62 
105 
376 
412 
5 
~ 
6.5 
10.9 
39. 1 
42.8 
0.6 
99,9 
TABLE 8.--Distributlon of sample according to place of residence before 
moving to present suburb 
Place of residence 
Always lived In present suburb 
City of Chicago 
Another suburb of Chicago 
Another large city (100,000 or over) 
Suburb of another large city 
A small city (10,000 - 99,999) 
A small town (under 10,000) 
Rural area (under 2,500) 
Other 
No response 
Number of respondents 
Total 
20 
483 
278 
53 
52 
24 
24 
7 
8 
1 1 
960 
Per cent 
2. 1 
50.2 
28.9 
5,5 
5.4 
2.5 
2.5 
o.8 
0.9 
1. 2 
100.0 
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The proportion of respondents from each suburb ls not nearly so im-
portant to this research as the proportion of respondents by social class. 
Table 9 gives the class distribution of respondents according to the Hol-
llngshead Two-Factor Index. This Index uses occupation and education as the 
62 
measures of social class. 
TABLE 9.--Distrlbutlon of sample by social class (Hollingshead Two-Factor 
Index) of head of household. 
Social Class Number Per cent 
Class One 233 24.4 
Class Two 269 28.2 
Class Three 164 17.2 
Class Four 107 11. 2 
Class Five 18 1.9 
No response 169 17.0 
Total 960 99.9 
Social economic class Is the major Independent variable used in this 
thesis. Over 50 per cent of the sample are In Classes One and Two; only 
30 per cent are Classes Three, Four, and Five. The selection of the Chicago 
north and northwest suburban area as the geographical focus of this study 
obviously limits the number of Class Five respondents. Therefore, differences 
in the respondents grouped In Class One through Four are the object of this 
thesis. 
Income, as well as occupation and education, Is often used as one of 
the Indicators of social class. Table 10 shows the high percentage (22.l per 
cent) of respondents with an Income over $30,000.. 
62 See Appendix A for brief explanation of class Index. 
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TABLE 10.--Dlstrlbutlon of respondents by total (combined husband and wife) 
income before taxes In 1969 
Total (combined husband and 
wife) Income 
Over $40,000 
$30,000 - 39,999 
20,0CO - 29,999 
15,000 - 19,999 
10,000 - 14,999 
7,500 - 9,999 
Under 7,500 
No response 
Total 
Number 
127 
86 
222 
159 
187 
66 
45 
68 
960 
Per cent 
13.2 
8.9 
23.1 
16.5 
19.4 
6.9 
4.7 
_J_:l:_ 
99,9 
The range and distribution of Income exhibits a predictable relation 
to the range and distribution of the sample according to the social class 
index (Table 9). 
The educational attainment of the respondent as such was not re-
quested in any of the questionnaire Items Rather, the respondents were 
asked to give the educational attainment of the head of the household because 
this was needed for the social class Index. It is possible that one, two, 
or more questionnaires were sent to a household since each registered voter 
was sent a questionnaire. Therefore, Table 11 does not give the number of 
respondents with a specific educational attainment but the number of res-
pendents who stated the head of the household's educational attainment to 
be such. 
Besides social economic data, the respondents were asked to state 
their religious preference by checking one of the five categories: Protes-
tant, Catholic, Jewish, Other, or None. Table 12 gives the distribution 
of responses to the question concerning religious preference. 
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TABLE 11 .--Distribution of sample by educational attainment of head of 
househo 1 d,~ 
Educational Attainment Number Per cent 
Graduate Degree 336 34.9 
Co 11 ege Degree 259 26.9 
Some Co 11 ege 174 18. 1 
High School Graduate 126 13. 1 
Some High School: 10-11 years 36 3.8 
Junior High Schoo1:7-9 years 18 1.9 
Less than 7 years 3 0.3 
No response 8 0.9 
Total 9bO 99,9 
,~Tota 1 number of households In sample not known 
TABLE12.--Distrlbutlon of sam~le b:t rel I~ I ous ~reference 
Re 1 lg Ion Number Per cent 
Protestant . 212 22.0 
Cathol lc 374 38.9 
Jewish 240 24.9 
Other 27 2.8 
None 95 9,9 
No response 12 1.4 
Total 960 99,9 
Religious affiliation is frequen,tly used as a basic cleavage In the 
analysis of political attitudes and behavior. The relatively large propor-
tlon of respondents Identifying with each of the major religious groupings 
in the United States facilitates the analysis In this thesis of the relation 
of religious preference to attitudes twoard the Democratic Party. 
Age and sex are commonly used as Independent variables In studies of 
large populations. Tables 13 and 14 Indicate the distribution of the sample 
according to age and sex. The largest number of respondents In this sample 
fall within the 35 to 55 range, with 41-45 the modal five-year grouping. 
This could be anticipated In view of the fact that the questionnaires were 
sent only to citizens over 21 years of age, all of whom live In upper or 
middle class suburbs. 
.. 
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TABLE 13.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample by age of respondents. 
Age Number Per cent 
21-25 50 5.2 
26-30 62 6.5 
31 .. 35 97 10. 1 
36-40 134 13.9 
41-45 156 16.3 
46-50 137 14.3 
51-55 . 123 12.8 
56-60 • 80 8.3 
61-65 52 5.4 
66-70 22 2.3 
71-75 11 1.2 
76-80 9 1.0 
81+ 5 0.5 
Age not given 12 1.2 
--
Total 960 100.0 
TABLE 14.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample by sex of respondents 
Sex .Number .Per cent 
Male 443 46.2 
Female 509 52.9 
No response 8 ~ 
--
Total 960 l(;>O .00 
Each respondent was asked to give the national descent of both his 
father and mother. Table 15 gives the national descent of the sample. 
Relevant to national origin is the fact that 37.7 per cent.of the 
respondents' fathers were not born In the United States and 27.9 per cent 
of the respondents' mothers were not born in the United States. Of the 
respondents themselves, 5.3 per cent were not born In the United States. 
TABLE 15.--Dlstributlon of sample by national descent of the respondents' 
father and mother 
National Orig In* . Father Mother 
Number. Per cent Number 
Slavic 253 26.r 256 
German 214 22.3 219 
Anglo-Saxon 191 19.9 163 
Irish 142 . 14.8 140 
Ital Ian 37 3,9 38 
Scandinavian 31 3.2 45 
French 23 2.4 21 
Spanish or Hispanic American 6 0.6 5 
African, Asian 2 0.2 2 
Other and no response 61 6.3 71 
Total 960 99,9 960 
*The national origin categories Include the .fol lowing groups: 
Anglo-Saxon= Australian, Canadian, English, Scottish 
French = French .and French Canadian 
Slavic= Polish, Czech, Russian, Rumanian, Hungarian 
Scandinavian = Swedish, Finnish, Danish, Norwegian 
Per cent 
26.6 
22.8 
16.9 
14.6 
4.0 
4.7 
2.2 
0.5 
0.2 
75, 
100.0 
The last general characteristic of the total sample which is important 
to consider In the analysis of the data Is the political party self-ldentifl-
cation of the respondents. Table 16 ls somewhat surprising when one recalls 
that this questionnaire was sent only to those who registered as Democrats 
in 1968. 
TABLE 16.--Distrlbutlon of sample according to political party self classifi-
cation by respondents and party classification of respondents' fathers 
Classification Respondent Respondents' fathers 
Liberal Democrat 
Moderate Democrat 
Conservative Democrat 
Liberal Republican 
Moderate Republican 
Conservative Republican 
Liberal Independent 
Moderate Independent 
Conservative Independent 
No response 
Total 
Number 
317 
266 
58 
16 
16 
10 
152 
87 
18 
20 
960 
Per cent 
33.0 
27,7 
6.0 
1. 7 
1. 7 
1.0 
15.8 
9. 1 
1.9 
2. 1 
100.0 
·Number: Per cent 
134. 13,9 
260 27.0 
1t8 12.3 
14 1.5 
124 12.9 
125 13.0 
25 2.6 
24 2.5 
18 L9 
118 12.4 
960 100.0 
~ 
--------------------------------------------------------------_.., 
It Is Interesting to note. that 4.4 per cent of the respondents classi-
fied themselbes as Republicans while 27.4 per cent of the respondents classi-
fied their fathers as Republicans. The difference between generations in 
percentage of those who are Identified as Independents Is relatively high, 
26.8 per cent of the respondents and 7.0 per cent of the respondents' fathers. 
The Importance of some of the characteristics depicted In Tables 3 to 
16 will be brought out in the analysis of the data in terms of the hypotheses 
which wl11 be discussed later in this chapter. The next section, Part I I, 
presents the distribution of response to the items of the questionnaire 
which serve as the dependent variables of this research. 
,,..--
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I I. Description of Sample according to Political Attitudes 
Attitudes of this sample of suburban registered Democrats toward the 
National Democratic Party, the Cook County Democratic Party, and Mayor 
• 
Richard J. Daley are the principal dependent variables In this study. The 
following pages will summarize the attitudes of the total sample toward 
each of these variables. 
Attitudes toward the National Democratic Party were measured by items 
28 to 38 of the questionnalre. 63 The same questions were asked of the res-
pondents in regard to both the Cook County Democratic Party and the National 
Democratic Party. Attitudes toward the County Party were measured by Items 
46 to 56 of the questionnaire. A comparison of attitudes toward the National 
Party and attitudes toward the County Party is given In Table 17. 
An analysis and interpretation of the Items ·listed In Table 17 will be 
given In the n~xt section of this chapter. It should be noted that the 
response categories of "somewhat" and "a little" are ambivalent and somewhat 
non-discriminating. Therefore, differences In responses are more validly 
distinguishable on the basis of the two extreme responses, that Is, ,"very 
much" and "not at all." 
63see Appendix B for copy of the questionnaire. 
TABLE 17.--Comparison of attitudes toward the National Democratic Party with attitudes toward the 
Cook County Democratic Party 
Extent of 
Agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A little 
Not at a 11 
No response 
Total 
Extent of 
agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A little 
Not at all 
No response 
Total 
Generally too An autocratic Generally too Too much dissent 
conservative closed structure 1 iberal disunity 
National County National County National County Nat iona 1 County 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
7.7 
17~1' 
30.2 
32.6 
12. 1 
100.0 
Wi 11 i ng to 
change 
National County 
Per cent 
13. 1 
49.9 
20.4 
6. 1 
10.4 
99.9 
4.3 
19.3 
28.5 
36. 1 
!l:.Z 
99.9 
18.5 11.9 
18.9 22.7 
21.3 24.5 
25.5 27.7 
15.7 13.2 
99.9 100.0 
Concerned with maj-
ority of people 
rather than special 
interests 
Nat iona 1 County 
Per cent 
26.9 11. 1 
41.9 27.4 
19. 1 29.9 
4.2 21. 7 
7.8 9.8 
99.9 99.9 
41.1 6.3 
15.6 12.5 
15. 1 15.5 
17.5 54. 1 
10.7 11.6 
100.0 100.0 
Commitment to 
human we 1 fa re 
rather than 
property rights 
National County 
Per cent 
30.6 10.6 
42.3 29.0 
15.4 32.2 
2.7 16.5 
8.8 11.6 
99.9 99.9 
4 ~ 1 11.2 7.3 
8.4 24.3 13 .6 
12.6 30.2 24.5 
69.5 21.5 38.6 
14.4 12.7 15.9 
100-.0 99.9 99.9 
-
Party of Issue-oriented. 
minorities Party of ideas 
and the 
poor 
National County National County 
Per cent Per cent 
20.8 10.6 17.6 8.2 
38.6 25.4 40. 1 20.6 
22. 1 27.7 24.5 28.6 
9.3 24.0 5.2 28. 1 
9.2 12.3 12.5 14.4 
-- -----s -- --
100.0 100.0 99,9 99.9 
~ 
........ 
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The differences In the table above are evident. Generally speaking, 
the suburban registered Democrats who form this sample have attitudes toward 
the National Party that are very different from their attitudes toward the 
County Party. The stetlstlcs show that a substantial portion of the sample 
... 
believe the County Party Is more conservative and autocratic than the National 
Party: 25.1 per cent believe the National Party ls either somewhat or very 
much "too conservative," whereas 37.4 per cent believe the County Party is 
either somewhat or very much 11 too conservative." That Is a difference of 12.3 
per cent or 113 registered Democrats. 
The difference Is even greater If one considers the respondents' judg-
ment of the structure of the party. When asked If they agreed that the party 
had an autocratic and closed structure, 34.6 per cent answered elther very much 
or somewhat with respect to the National Party, as compared to 56.7 per cent 
with respect to the County Party--that Is, a difference of 22.1 per cent. 
This corresponds with the Item dealing with dissent and disunity in the party. 
Only 20.9 per cent believed there Is "too much dissent and disunity" within 
the County Party, as compared with the 35.5 per cent who make the same judg-
ment with regard to the National Party--a difference of 14.6 per cent on 
that l tern. 
Differences In attitude follow the same general pattern on all nine 
items dealing with attitudes toward the Party. If we consider the same com-
binatlons of response categories for the remaining five Items, the differences 
remain consistent both In intensity and direction. Sixty-three per cent 
believe the National Party ls either very much or somewhat "willing to change," 
compared with 23.6 per cent who believe the same of the County Party. Viewed 
~---------------
from the other extreme, 36.1 per cent believe the County Party Is not at all 
"willing to change," compared with 6.1 per cent who believe the same of the 
National Party. On another item, 57.7 per cent believe the National Party is 
"Issue-oriented, the party of Ideas," whereas 28.8 per cent believe such Is 
true of the County Party. 
Three items dealt with what might be called traditional Identifications 
of the Democratic Party. When the respondents were asked If they felt the 
party was concerned with the majority of the people ratherthan with special 
interest groups, 68.8 per cent believed this of the National Party; 38.5 per 
cent believed the same of the County Party. Likewise, 21 .7 per cent believed 
the County Party is not at all concerned with the majority of people rather 
than with special Interests. 
The same pattern is evident In regard to the Party's commitment to 
human welfare rather than property rights. There is a difference of 33.5 per 
cent between National and County Party on this Item: 72.9 per cent believe 
the National Party Is committed to human welfare rather than to property 
rights, and 39.6 per cent believe the same of the County Party. Some believed 
the County Party was "not at all" committed to human welfare rather than to 
property rights; In fact, 16.5 per cent of the sample so stated. 
When asked If they believed the Party was the Party of the weak, of 
minorities, and of the poof'., 2lt.O per cent said "not at all" of the County 
Party compared with 9.3 per cent who said "not at all" of the National Party. 
Actually, 59.lt per cent believed the National Party was the party of mlnoritie 
and the poor, compared with 26.0 per cent who believed the same of the County 
Party. 
r-= ______________ _ 
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Southern Democrats form an identifiable Ideological group within the 
National Party. Therefore, one Item of the questionnaire was designed to 
ascertain feelings of suburban registered Democrats toward what may be called 
the Southern wing of the Democratic Party. Item 38 of the questionnaire 
asked If the respondent liked the Southern wing of the National Democratic 
Party. Of the total 960 sample, 2.8 per cent said "yes," 14.1 per cent said 
"somewhat," and 75.7 per cent said "no," with 7.3 per cent giving no answer. 
As stated at the beginning of this section, the suburban registered 
Democrats of this sample believe the National Democratic Party In both struc-
ture and Ideology Is g~nerally more liberal than the Cook County Democratic 
Party and ls more true to the traditional Identity or philosophy of the Demo-
cratlc Party In this country. 
As was stated In the Introduction to this thesis, Mayor Richard J. 
Daley, In addition to being the Mayor of the largest city within Cook County, 
is chairman of the Central Committee of the Cook County Democratic Party. This 
fact alone gives him a key position of power and leadership In the Party. When 
one adds to this fact the observation that the ct'ty of Chicago ls the seat of 
one of the few remaining powerful political machines In the United States, 
the role of Richard J. Daley becomes even more central to a study of the Cook 
County Democratic Party. Attitudes toward Mayor Richard J. Daley were selected 
as the third major dependent variable In this study. These attitudes were 
measured by Items 51 to 63 of the questionnaire. 
Table 18 displays the distribution of responses to ten items about 
Mayor Daley. There ts the greatest degree of agreement among respondents over 
the belief that Mayor Daley gets things done, with 64.9 per cent stating that 
,..--
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they agree "very much" with such a statement. The next characteristic of 
highest agreement Is "bossism through machine politics and patronage jobs," 
with 60.3 per cent agreeing "very much" with such a description of Mayor Daley. 
Two other characteristics found over 50 per cent of the sample agreeing 
"very much": that Mayor Daley ls a "good politician able to get compromises" 
and that he "brings business to the city." 
TABLE 18.--Dlstrlbutlon (per cent) of sample according to degree of agreement 
about st~ted charact erlstlcs of Mayor Richard J. Daley 
Degree of Gets things Good polltlcan, Brings bust- 1 Responds Honest 
Agreement done gets compromises ness to city to physl-
cal needs 
of cltv 
Very much 64.9 53.2 51.3 32. 7 31.9 
Somewhat 24.5 29.0 30.6 35.0 33.2 
A little 4.9 9.6 9.0 20.6 16.0 
Not at a 11 0.8 2.8 '-. 6 6.6 10.3 
No response 4.8 5,3 6.4 5.0 8.6 
Total 99.9 99.9 99.9 99.9 100.0 
Degree of Favors Undemocratic, Bossism through Unresponsive Ignores 
Agreement big labor author I tari an, machine politics to problems the 
~uppresses and patronage of ghettos suburbs 
criticism Jobs and Blacks 
Very much 31.3 43.8 60.3 25.7 30.6 
Somewhat 33.6 22.5 17. 7 27.4 27.2 
A little 16.3 14. 1 5,7 17.9 18.6 
Not at a 11 4.3 11.2 4.2 21.5 10.7 
No response 14.5 8.3 8. 1 7.4 12.8 
Total 100.0 99.9 100.0 99.9 99.9 
The respondents were also asked to state whether or not they would 
like to see Mayor Daley run again for Mayor of Chicago. With only 2.4 per 
cent not responding, 37.8 per cent said "yes," 41.4 per cent said "no," and 
18.3 per cent were "undecided." The disturbances surrounding the 1968 
Democratic Convention In Chicago and the rofe the city administration and 
r--= ________________ _ 
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especially the Mayor played In responding to these disturbances Is still an 
emotion-laden and controversial topic among Chicago area Democrats. Therefore, 
this sample of suburban registered Democrats was asked if they approved of 
th• way Mayor Daley handled the di1turbence1 1urroundlng th• 1968 Democratic 
.. 
Convention. Of the 960 respondents, 2.1 per cent gave no opinion, 30.8 per 
cent approved "very much," 13.5 per cent approved "somewhat," 8.5 per cent 
approved "a 1 ittle," and 45.0 per cent did "not approve at all" of the way 
the Mayor handled the disturbances. 
This concludes the presentation on the distribution of the total sample 
according to the major dependent variables of this research, namely, attitudes 
toward the National Democratic Party, attitudes toward the Cook County Demo-
cratic Party, and attitudes toward Mayor Richard J. Daley. 
A secondary dependent variable is respondents' knowledge of government. 
Three Items of the questionnaire were directed toward knowledge of government 
by asking respondents to give the names of persons in state and national 
government. These items were questions 77, 78, and 79, When asked the name 
of the recently appointed Republican U.S. Senator from the State of Illinois 
who has taken Dlrksen's place, 83,5 per cent knew his name, 16.4 per cent did 
not know or did not respond to the question. Fewer people knew the name of 
the U. S. Secretary of Defense than knew the name of the junior Republican 
U.S. Senator. Only 77.4 per cent knew the name of the Secretary of Defense, 
with 23.5 per cent either not knowing the name or not responding to the 
question. 
Even fewer citizens In this sample knew the name of one of their State 
Representatives to the 1111nols Legislature from their own district. Only 
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46.8 per cent could name one of these representatives, with 53.1 per cent not 
knowing or not responding to the question. 
Although not directly related to any of the dependent variables of 
this study. Qertaln ••P•Qt1 of the votlnQ behtvlor of th• ••mple may h•lp u1 
.. 
to understand better the relationship between variables. Of the 960 respon-
dents, 417 or 43.6 per cent gave reasons why they at some time changed from 
another political persuasion to the Democratic Party. The reason given most 
frequently was "because of a particular candidate," which was specified by 
180 respondents, that Is, 18.7 per cent. Only 9.0 per cent or 87 respondents 
said they had changed parties because of the general philosophy of the Demo-
crat I c Party. 
When asked If at the present time they felt any social or economic 
pressure to change their political party preference, 82.4 per cent said "no." 
Of those who said "yes, 11 slightly more felt pressure to change from Democrat 
to Independent than from Democrat to Republican; 6.1 per cent and 5,7 per 
cent, respectively. 
Most of the respondents In this sample thought It was generally best 
not to vote a straight party ticket, although there was a distinction made 
between national and local (state and county) elections. In national 
elections, 73.3 per cent said "no" to its being generally best to vote a 
straight party ticket, whereas, 86.0 per cent said "no" to Its being generally 
best to vote a straight party ticket in local elections. 
Asked If they voted In primary elections, 85.3 per cent said most of 
the time. It Is Interesting to note that 73.6 per cent acknowledged that 
they have at some time voted for an Independent Democrat over a regular party 
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organization candidate In a primary election. At the time of the August, 1968, 
Democratic Convention, the following percentages of respondents favored 
particular candidates for presidential nomination: 36.9 per cent for Hubert 
Humphrey, 33.9 per cent for Eugene McC•rthy, 10.1 per cent for Edward Kennedy, 
.. 
9.2 per cent for George McGovern, 2.2 per cent for Geo~ge Wallace, 3.8 per 
cent giving a variety of other names, and 3.8 per cent not responding. 
In the November, 1968, elections, 79.3 per cent said they voted for 
Humphrey, 15.1 per cent for Nixon, 2.1 per cent for Wallace, 5.4 per cent. 
not responding. A higher percentage of these suburban registered Democrats 
voted for the Republican candidate for Governor of llllnols In the 1968 
election: 29.5 per cent for Richard Ogilvie, 66.4 per cent for Sam Shapiro, 
with 4.0 per cent not responding. 
Approximately one-third of the respondents said they were engaged In 
some kind of political activity for a candidate at the time of the 1968 
national elections. This activity was specified In the following way: wore 
a button, 32.2 per cent; put a sticker or placard on car, 34.6 per cent; made 
a financial contribution to a campaign, 35.9 per cent; contributed time and 
work to a campaign, 20.3 per cent. The other 37.5 per cent said they engaged 
in none of the above activities; 
The figures presented in this part of Chapter Ill give a summary 
description of the attitudes and voting behavior of the 960 suburban regis-
tered Democrats who form this sample. The next part will further describe 
the sample according to the major Independent vart~bles of the '~tudy. 
r 
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Ill. Description of Sample according to the Major Independent Variables 
Social Class is the main Independent variable In this study. The 
Hollingshead Two-Factor Index, which is used to Identify social class post-
tion, groups respondents into one of five classes. The fifth class 1s the 
lowest socio-economic class. Because there were only 18 respondents in this 
study who fell into Class Five, this class grouping was eliminated from the 
analysis. As.shown earlier In Table 9, 24.4 per cent of the respondents are 
in Class One, 28.2 per cent In Class Two, 17.2 per cent in Class Three, and 
11 .2 per cent In Class Four. For purposes of later analysis, It Is important 
to study and compare certain characteristics of each of these class groupings. 
Table 19 shows the age distribution within each of the social groupings. 
TABLE 19.--Dlstributlon of respondents by age within each social class 
Age Class I Class II Class II I Class IV Total Sample* 
groups Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
21-30 7.7 12.3 14.0 15.7 11. 7 
31-40 30.5 20.9 . 2·2.6 26.0 24.0 
41-50 32.7 34.2 28.6 25.0 30.6 
51-60 18.5 21.8 19.5 25.0 21.1 
61-70 8.5 7.8 9. 1 2.8 7,7 
71-80 0.4 1. 1 3 .1 3,8 2.2 
81+ 1.3 o.o 0.0 0.0 0.5 
No response 0.4 1.9 3. 1 1. 7 1.2 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=232 N-269 N-164 N-68 
*This column includes the 18 respondents in Class Five as 
well as the 169 not included in the Class groupings because 
of either no response or Incomplete data. 
100.0 
N-960 
In Tables 9 through 23 the figures for Class Five as well as those who 
failed to respond to the items needed to determine social class are not given. 
There were only 18 respondents in Class Five and there were 169 with no res-
ponse or Incomplete data on the class Index Items of education and occupation. 
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Basically the age distribution within each social class shows the same 
pattern. Class One and Two have a higher proportion of respondents in the 
41-50 age bracket than have Classes Three and Four. Class One has very few, 
comparatively speaking, respondents In the 21·30 age bracket, but a high per-
.. 
centage of respondents In the 31-40 age bracket. Generally, the lower the 
class the higher the percentage in the 21-30 age bracket. 
The distribution of the classes on the basis of sex shows a consistent 
pattern. There were more females then males who 1n1wered the questionnaire, 
509 and 443, respectively. However, a much higher proportion of females than 
males did not answer the items which were used to determine social class 
position, namely, occupation and education of head of household. No social 
class position was computed for 139 of the females, while the same was true 
of only 23 males. Therefore, within each social class there are more males 
than females In this study. 
TABLE 20.--Distrlbutlon of respondents by sex within each social class 
Sex Class I Class II Class II I Class IV Total 
Per cent Per cent. Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Male 54.9 52.6 51.5 54.6 53,5 
Female 45. 1 47.4 47.2 45.4 46.3 
No response 0.0 o.o 1.3 0.0 0.2 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N-233 N=269 N=164 N=108 N=774· 
Besides social class, religion and region are often the basis of 
political cleavage. Since all the respondents in this study now live In the 
same region, It was not necessary to Introduce any controls for region. How-
ever, there Is religious diversity within the sample and It Is, therefore, 
necessary to consider the religious distribution within each social class. 
r--= ______________ _ 
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TABLE 21.--Distributlon of sample according to religious preference within 
each social class 
Re 1 i g I on Class Class II Class 111 Class IV Total 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Catho1 lc 24.9 26.3 48.2 68.5 36.4 
Proutunt 21.0 u.1 n.o IS, 7 23,3 
Jew 36,9 30.0 15.2 9,3 26. 1 
None 8.6 15.6 8.5 4.6 10.5 
Other 2.6 3.3 3.7 1.9 3,0 
No response o.o 1. 1 2.4 0.0 0.9 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N-233 N-269 N=164 N=108 N=774 
Table 21 points out that within the total sample and within every class 
except Class One there ls a greater proportion of Catholics than Protestants. 
Therefore, Class One differs from the total sample as well as from every other 
class In this regard. In Classes One and Two the highest proportion of res-
, 
pondents identified their religious preference as Jewish, whereas In Classes 
Three and Four the highest proportion identified as Catholics. Actually, 
Classes Three and Four have the same rank order of religious preferences, 
namely, Catholic, Protestant, Jewish, None, and Other. It is striking to 
note that the high percentage of Catholics In Classes Three and Four, 48.2 
per cent and 68.5 per cent, respectively. No other religious group has such 
high percentages within a given social class. These differences In religious 
preferences within the social classes will have to be considered In analyzing 
the relationship between social class and political attitudes. 
Any consideration of religious affiliation within social classes would 
be Incomplete without looking 'at the national origin of each social class 
grouping. (Refer to Table 15 for the national. origin of en~lre sample.} 
National origin ls Identified on the basis of the original nationality of 
,.,--________________ __ 
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the father of the respondent. Only those nationality groups which number 
more than 30 respondents In the total sample are given In Table 22. 
TABLE 22.--Dlstributlon of sample according to national origin of respondents' 
fathers within each social class 
Nat lonal Class I Class I I Class I II Class IV Total 
Origin Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Slavic 32.3 26.7 21.3 25.2 27.0 
German 17.7 20.7 28.0 28.0 22.3 
Anglo-Saxon 23.3 23.7 17.7 15.0 21.0 
Irish 13 .4 . 12.2 17.7 12. 1 13.7 
Italian l. 7 3.0 4.3 9,3 3.8 
Scandinavian 3.4 4. 1 4.3 2.8 3.8 
Other 2.1 4. l 3.0 0.9 2.8 
No response 6.0 5.6 3,7 6.6 4.5 
Total 99,9 100. 1 100.0 99,9 99,9 
N•233 N=269 N=164 N=108 N=774 
There are no striking differences In the distribution by national 
descent among the social classes. There Is a greater proportion of Anglo-
Saxon descent in Class One and Two than in Classes Three and Four. The 
opposite Is true of the proportion of respondents of German descent. There 
is a higher proportion of respondents of German descent In Classes Three 
and Four than In Classes One and Two. There Is a certain ambiguity In the 
Slavic descent category, which is partly attributable to the high proportion 
of Jewish respondents, especially in Classes One and Two. This means that 
under "Slavic" one finds Jews from eastern Europe as wel 1 as Catholics from 
Poland. Therefore, this category as a measure of ethnicity Is Influenced 
by re 1 i g I on • 
Age, sex, religion, and national origin are· vartables which may assist 
in understanding the relationship between social class and· pol ltical attitudes 
Differences In residential stability among the classes'may further the 
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analysis of the association between class and vote. Table 23 presents lnfor-
mation about residential mobility of respondents. 
TABLE 23.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample according to number of years of residence 
In present suburb within each social class 
Years of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV Total 
residence Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
0 - 4 17.2 18. 1 21.3 10.2 17.4 
5 - 9 30.0 20.7 20. 1 20.4 23.3 
10 - 14 24.o 27.8 25.0 38.9 27.6 
15 - 19 7.7 12.6 17. 1 17.6 12.9 
20 - 24 9.4 9.3 6.7 3.7 8.0 
25+ 11.6 11.5 9.8 9.3 10.7 
No response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total 99.9 100.0 100.0 100. 1 99.9 
N=233 N=269 N-164 N=108 N=774 
TABLE 24.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample according to political party I dent i fl cat Ion 
within each social class 
Party ' Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV Total 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Libera 1 
Democrat 43.3 35.9 26.8 17.6 33.7 
Moderate 
Democrat 20.2 21.9 29.9 53.7 29.5 
Conservative 
Democrat 3.4 3.3 5.5 11. 1 4.9 
Liberal 
Republican 2. 1 2.2 1.2 0.0 1. 7 
Moderate 
Republican 1. 7 1.9 3.0 0.9 1.9 
Conservative 
Republican o.4 o.4 2.4 0.0 0.8 
Liberal 
Independent 19.7 21. 1 15.2 1.9 16.8 
Moderate 
Independent 6.4 10.4 11.0 11. 1 9.4 
Conservative 
Independent 0.9 1.5 3.0 2.8 1.8 
Other & No 
Response 1.8 1.5 1.9 0.9 1.4 
99.9 100.1 99.9 100.0 99.9 
N=2 N=26 N= 64 N= 08 N= 4 
,.,.-: _______________ ~ 
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·A study of Table 23 shows that there Is a s11ght1y higher percentage 
of respondents in Classes One and Two who have Jived In the same suburb for 
over 20 years than In Classes Three and Four. There Is a noticeably higher 
percentage of respondents who have Jived In the same suburb 10-14 years In 
Class four than In any of the other classes. On the whole, there I~ not 
any striking difference In residential stability according to class In this 
sample. 
In regard to party Identification, a pattern ls discernible according 
to classes with reference to how they classified themselves as a Democrat; 
that ls, "liberal," "moderate," or "tonservatlve. 11 The higher the class, 
the greater percentage Identifying themselves as "liberal Democrats," 43.3 
per cent of Class One and 17.6 per cent of Class Four. Likewise, the lower 
the class, the greater the percentage Identifying themselves as "moderate 
Democrats" and "conservative Democrats," 64.8 of Class Four and 23.6 per 
cent of Class One. 
When the pe~ cent of Democrats, Republlcans,and Independents are 
combined, we find that 65.1 per cent In Class One are "liberal," 59.2 per 
cent In Class Two, 43.2 per cent In Class Three, and 19.5 per cent in Class 
Four. Looking at those who consider themselves to be conservative, we find 
the opposite pattern; 4.7 per cent of Class One, 5.2 per cent of Class Two, 
10.9 per cent of Class Three and 13.9 per cent of Class Four. 
The preceding pages of this part of Chapter Ill have described the 
sample according to social class, which is the maj~r Independent variable in 
this research. Another Important Independent variable Is religious prefer-
ence. The following pages will describe the various religious groups wlth·ln 
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the sample on the basis of age, sex, social class, Income, residential 
mobility, and political party self-Identification. 
Re 1 lg Ion 
As was stated earlier In this chapter, there Is diversity of religious 
.. 
preference among the respondents. An Important observation for purposes of 
analysis is the fact that there are differences In religious preference per-
centages among the social class groupings. In order to weigh the importance 
of these differences, a description of the characteristics of the religious 
groupings within the sample Is presented. Tables 25 and 26 show the distri-
bution of age and sex within the religious preference groupings. The general 
distribution according to age is similar within each religious grouping. Ther 
is a lower percentage In the 21 to 40 grouping for Portestant respondents than 
for Catholic and Jewish respondents. The category Jewish has the lowest per-
centage of respondents above the age of 60. However, these differences are 
not very great. 
TABLE 25.--Distrlbutlon of samele b~ ase and reli9ion 
Age Protestant Cathol lc Jewish Other None total 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
21-30 9.9 13. 1 6.7 22.2 19. 1 11. 7 
31-40 16.0 27.0 29.7 22.2 18.0 24.o 
41-50 30.2 23.2 38.5 33.3 41.2 30.7 
51-60 26.0 22.5 19. 1 18.5 11.9 21. 1 
61-70 12.2 8.o 3.7 3.7 7.5 7.5 
71-80 2.3 2.9 1.2 1. 1 2.2 
81+ 0.5 1. 1 0.5 
No response 2.9 2.2 1.2 1. 1 1.9 
100.0 100.0 100. 1 99.9 99.9 99.9 
N=212 N•374 N=240 N=27 N-95 N-948 
As Table 26 shows, the percentage of sexes w Ith In each re 11 g I ous group Is 
approximately the same. 
*There were 12 respondents who did not answer the Item on religious 
preference, which explains the 948 figure rather than 960 in the 
table on religious preference. 
Income level is another Indicator of social differentiation in groups. 
Income distribution according to religious preference is given In Table 27. 
Jewish respondents have the highest family Income with 71.6 per cent report-
Ing incomes above $20,000. Protestants are next highest with 45.2 per cent 
and Catholics follow with 27.5 per cent with Incomes over $20,000. Of those 
who stated that they have no religious preference, 49.5 per cent have incomes 
over $20,000. The modal Income for Catholics Is $10,000 to 14,999, while 
for Protestants and Jews the modal income ls $20,000 to 29,999. 
TABtE 27.--Dlstribution of sample by income* and religion 
Income Protestant Cathol le Jewish Other None Total 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Under $7,500 4.7 7.2 0.8 o.o 6.3 4.8 
7,500-9,999 7. 1 10.2 2.9 11. 1 3.2 1.0 
10,000-14,999 17.9 29. 1' 8.3 14.8 15.8 19.5 
15,000-19,999 18.9 17. 1 11. 7 11. 1 24.2 16,6 
20,000-29,999 25.0 14.7 33,3 25.9 24.2 22.9 
30,000-39,999 9.4 6. 1 12.5 7,4 11.6 9. 1 
Over 40,000 10.8 6.7 25.8 14.8 13. 7 13.4 
No response 6. 1 8.8 4.6 14.8 1. 1 6.5 
Total 99.9 99,9 99.9 99.9 100.0 99,9 
N=212 N=374 N=240 N=27 N-95 N=948 
*The total (combined husband and wt fe) Income before taxes In 1969 
r= _______________ __ 
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The last characteristic which will be presented as part' of this des-
criptlon of various religious preference categories ls that of political party 
self-identification. 
TABLE 28.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample by party Identification and religion 
Party Protestant Catholic 
Per cent Per cent 
Liberal 
Democrat 33.0 
Moderate 
Democrat 22.2 
Conservative 
Democrat 1.9 
Liberal 
Republican 5.7 
Moderate 
Republican 4.7 
Conservative 
Republican 1.9 
Libera 1 
Independent 17.9 
Moderate 
Independent 10.4 
Conservative 
lndepeQdent 1 .9 
No response 0.5 
Total 100.0 
N=212 
23.0 
42.2 
13. 1 
0.5 
1.3 
1.6 
5. 1 
7,5 
2.9 
2.7 
99,9 
N=374 
Jewish Other 
Per cent Per cent 
48.3 
18.3 
1. 7 
o.8 
0.4 
20.4 
7,9 
0.4 
1. 7 
99,9 
N=240 
14.8 
18.5 
48 .1 
11. 1 
7.4 
99,9 
N=27 
None .. Total 
Per cent Per cent 
40.0 
11.6 
1. 1 
31. 7 
12.6 
2. 1 
1. 1 
100. 1 
N=95 
33.0 
27.9 
6. 1 
1. 7 
1. 1 
15.7 
8.9 
1.9 
1.9 
99,9 
N=948 
Protestant and Jewish respondents had the highest percentage consider-
Ing themselves to be "liberal Democrats," 33.0 per cent and 48.3 per cent, 
respectively. The highest percentage of Catholics Identified themselves as 
"moderate Democrats" (42.2 per cent). 
When the Democrat, Republican, and Independent categories are combined 
we find that 69.5 per cent of the Jews consider themselves to be liberal, 
55.6 per cent of the Protestants, and 28.6 per cent of the Catholics. It Is 
interesting to note that 71.7 per cent of those who stated "none" as their 
•"'-------------------------------------------------------------------.....1 
r-= _______________ _ 
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religious preference consider themselves to be liberal. 
The opposite pattern ts observable among the religion groups when we 
observe those who Identify themselves as "conservative." Of the Catholics, 
17.6 per cent consider themselves to be conservative, 5,7 per cent of the 
Protestants, and 2.1 per cent of the Jews. .. 
This concludes the summary description of the sample according to 
the major Independent variables. The next two sections of this Chapter con-
sist of •n analysis of th• data In terms of the hypotheses of this research. 
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IV. Analysis of Data Related to Major Hypotheses 
This section will use the following procedure. Each hypothesis will 
be stated, followed by a presentation of the data relevant to the hypothesis. 
The data will be analyzed In terms of the degree to which they do or do not 
substantiate each hypothesis. ~ 
Hypothesis 1. The higher the socio economic class of suburban reglster~d 
Democrats, the more positive their attitude toward the National 
Democrat Party. 
Items 28 to 38 of the questionnaire were used to measure attitudes of 
the sample toward the National Democratic Party. Of these ten Items, five 
show a probability of less than .OS using the chl~squar•- statistic. A 
probability score of .05 Is adequate to judge that the relationship between 
social class position and the attitude toward the National Party as specified 
in these five items Is not due to chance. Table 29 presents the data on the 
five Items (items 29, 3q, 35, 36, and 38) which reveal a probability score 
of less than .05. Three of these five Items (Items 35, 36, and 38) show a 
probability score of less than .01, which Is more than adequate to declare 
that the relatlonshp between social class and these particular Items Is not 
due to chance. 
The other 5 Items (Items 28, 30, 31, 32, and 33), designed to measure 
attitudes toward the National Party, show a probability score of more than .05. 
Five of these items (30 through 3q) reveal a probability score of more than 
.10. The data on these six items are presented In Table 30. The relation-
ship between social class position and the attitudes toward the National 
Party as stated In these five Items is not shown to be dependent by use of 
the chi-square statistic. 
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TABLE 29.--Distrlbutlon of sample by social class on items 29, 34, 35, 36, 
and 38, which are about the National Democratic Party 
Item 29. Concerned with the majority of people as opposed to special interest• 
Level of Class I 
Agreement Per cent 
Very much 24.9 
Somewhat 48.0 
A little 24.o 
Not at a 11 3. 1 
Total 100.0 
N=225 
Chi-square = 21.532 
Item 34. An autocratic, closed 
Level of Class I 
Agreement Per cent 
Very much 11. 2 
Somewhat 33.2 
A little 29.0 
Not at a 11 26.6 
Total 100.0 
N=214 
Chi-square = 23.687 
Item 35. Generally too 11bera1 
Level of Class I 
Agreement Per cent 
Very much 3.6 
Somewhat 8.2 
A little 16.8 
Not at a 11 71.4 
Total 100.0 
N=220 
Chi-square = 89,453 
Class II 
Per cent 
25.2 
50.4 
20.9 
3,5 
100.0 
N=258 
Probability 
structure 
Class II 
Per cent 
9.8 
28.0 
34.6 
27.6 
100.0 
N=246 
Probability Is 
Class II 
Per cent 
5. 1 
13 .o 
13.4 
68.4 
99,9 
N=253 
Probabl 1 i ty 
Class II I 
Per cent 
35,5 
38.2 
21. 1 
5,3 
100.0 
N=152 
is less than .05 
Class 111 
Per cent 
18.2 
23. 1 
22.4 
36.4 
100.0 
N=143 
less than .05 
Class I II 
Per cent 
6.8 
20.4 
23.8 
49.0 
100.0 
N=147 
Is less than .001 
C less IV 
Per cent 
21.2 
47.9 
17.7 
2. 1 
100.0 
N=96 
Class IV 
Per cent 
14.4 
23.3 
26.7 
35,6 
100.0 
N=90 
Class IV 
Per cent 
18.2 
23.9 
19.3 
38.6 
100.0 
N=88 
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I tern 36. 
Level of 
Agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A 11. tt 1 e 
Not .it •11 
Too much dissent and disunity 
Total 
Chi-square 
Class I 
Per cent 
11.6 
22.2 
39.8 
26.!t 
100:0 
N=216 
.. 32.567 
Class II 
Per cent 
9.3 
26.4 
37.0 
27.2 
99.9 
N=246 
Class I II 
Per cent 
21.4 
26.2 
27.6 
24.8 
100:0 
N=145 
Probability Is less than .01 
.. 
Class IV 
Per cent 
12. 1 
38.5 
36.3 
13,2 
100 .1 
N=91 
Item 38. Do you like the Southern wing of the National Democratic Party? 
Level of Class I Class 11 Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement 
Yes 
Somewhat 
No 
Per cent 
1.8 
8.5 
89.7 
Total 100.0 
N=224 
Chi-square = 62.232 
Per cent 
1.2 
11.6 
87.2 
100.0 
N=258 
Per cent 
6.5 
13.5 
80.0 
100.0 
N=155 
Probability Is less than .001 
Per cent 
2.0 
35.4 
62.6 
100.0 
N=99 
A study of Table 29 reveals no pattern of responses In Items 29 and 
34 which would substantiate hypothesis 1. There Is no Indication that the 
higher the class the more positlvle the attitude toward the National Demo-
cratlc Party. If there Is any pattern observable, It Is one which contra-
diets the hypothesis, namely, the lower the class the more positive the atti-
tude on Items 29 and 34. 
There is a pattern in the responses to Items 35, 36, and 38 which 
could be interpreted to substantiate hypothesis 1. Item 36 reveals that 
the higher the class the fewer who believe there is too much dissent and 
disunity within the National Democratic Party. However, In relating this 
item to hypothesis 1, It becomes a matter of subjective, If not arbitrary, 
interpretation to judge which response reflects a more positive attitude 
,..--
..----------------------------------,.~-----------------------------------. 
toward the party. Some ambiguity ls also present In relating Item 35 to 
hypothesis 1. Table 29 shows that the higher the class the greater the per-
centage who believe the National Party Is not too liberal. This pattern 
does·seem to substantiate the hypothesis that the higher the class the more 
positive the attitude. However, caution ls In place In making such.a general-
lzation from Item 35 because of the difficulty In Interpreting the phrase 
"too 1 lberal ." 
Item 38 Illustrates an obvious pattern according to social class, 
namely, the higher the class the more negative the attitude toward the 
Southern wing of the National Democratic Party. Nonetheless, this Item was 
not designed to test hypothesis 1 and, therefore, does not treat attitudes 
toward the National Party as such. 
TABLE 30.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample by social class In Items 28, 30, 31, 32, 
and 33, w~lch are about the National Democratic Party 
Level of 
Agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A little 
Not at a 11 
Total 
Class I 
Per cent 
15.8 
51.6 
26.7 
5.9 
100.0 
N=221 
Chi-square• 16.109 
Class II 
Per cent 
14.3 
55.6 
25.0 
5.2 
100. 1 
N=252 
Class Ill 
Per cent 
16.3 
59.9 
15.6 
8.6 
100.0 
N=147 
Probability Is more than .10 
Class IV 
Per cent 
11.8 
58. 1 
20.4 
9.7 
100.0 
N=93 
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Item JO. Commitment to human welfare and social problems rather than to 
property rights 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 35. 1 31.8 33,6 35.4 
Somewhat 45.5 51.0 Lt9.o 39,6 
A little 17.6 16. 1 13. Lt 21.9 
Not at a 11 1.8 1.2 Lt. 0 3. 1 
Total 100.0 100. 1 100.0 100.0 
N=222 N=255 N=1Lt9 N=96 
Ch 1-squa re = 18.561 Probability is more than .10 
I tern 31. Party of the weak, of minorities, and of the poor 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 26.5 18.3 25.3 23.5 
Somewhat 39,9 48.0 37,7 40.8 
A little 26.0 26.2 25.3 20.4 
Not at a 11 7,6 7,5 11.6 15.3 
Total 100.0 100.0 99,9 100.0 
N=223 N=252 N=llt6 N=98 
Chi-square= 17.892 Probability is more than . 10 
Item 32. Issue-oriented, party of Ideas 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 26.5 18.3 25.3 23.5 
Somewhat 39.9 48.0 37,7 Lto.8 
A 1 lttle 26.0 26.2 25.3 20.Lt 
Not at a 11 7.6 7,5 11.6 15.3 
Total 100.0 100.0 99,9 100.0 
N=223 N=252 N=llt6 N=58 
Chl-sguare = 14.629 Probabllit:t: is more than .10 
,.--
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Item 33. Generally too conservative 
Level of 
Agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A little 
Not at a 11 
Total 
Class I 
Per cent 
9.6 
22.0 
30.7 
37.6 
99,9 
70 
Class II 
Per cent 
9,2 
18.3 
38.6 
33,9 
100.0 
N=251 
Class Ill 
Per cent 
8.9 
16.4 
33.6 
41. 1 
100.0 
N=146 N=218 
Chi~square = 11.866 Probability Is more than .10 
Class IV 
Per cent 
3,3 
18.5 
39. 1 
39,9 
100.0 
N=92 
All of the Items reported In Table 30 reveal a high probability of 
a chance relationship to social class. A study of the percentages reveal 
no pattern In substantiation of hypothesis 1. The wording of items 28 and 
33 is ambiguous when one attempts to interpret these Items In relation to 
hypothesis 1. Which response to the Party's being "too conservative" or 
·"willing to change" Indicates a positive attitude toward the National 
Democratic Party Is a matter of subj,ctive Interpretation. 
In summary, hypothesis 1 Is not substantiated by the data. There 
is not sufficient Indication that the higher the class the more positive the 
attitude toward the National Democratic Party. Four Items (28, 33, 35, and 
36) about the National Party were not designed well enough to test'adequately 
hypothesis 1. The Identification and Interpretation of these Items In terms 
of a positive or negative attitude toward the party would have to be sub-
jectlve, If not arbitrary. 
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Hypothesis 2. The higher the socio-economic class of suburban registered 
,. 
Democrats, the more negative their attitude toward the Cook County 
Democratic Party. 
Nine Items of the questionnaire,were directed toward the respondents' 
attitudes toward the Cook County Democratic Party (items 39 through 47). 
These Items are Identical with the items about the National Democratic Party 
wit~ the exclusion of the one dealing with the Southern wing of the National 
Party. Therefore, as discussed under hypothesis 1, four Items are difficult 
to relate to the wording of these two hypotheses. What makes a positive or 
negative attitude toward the party becomes an Interpretative problem In 
analyzing Items 39, 44, 46, and 47 (See Table 32). 
For nine Items dealing with the Cook County Democratic Party, there 
is a probability score of less than .05 according to the chi-square statistic. 
In seven Items there Is a probability score of less than .001. The one item 
in which there Is a probability score of more than .05 Is Item 42 (see 
Table 31). When the respondents were asked to what extent they agreed that 
the Cook County Democratic Party was the party of the weak, of minorities, 
and of the poor, their responses showed only a slight difference according 
to social class. If the above trait can be interpreted to be a positive 
characteristic of a political party, then the data on item 42 do not reveal 
any significant difference. The other Items In Table 31 reveal significance 
In a clearer and more substantial degree, namely, the higher the class the 
more negative the attitude toward the County Party. The pattern is more 
striking if one considers just the extreme response categor'les of "very 
,,..--
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much" and "not at a 11 •11 In every I tern reported in Tab 1 e 31 , the h I gher the 
~ 
class the more negative the response toward the Cook County Party. 
Table 32 reports on the Items In which the wording is more difficult 
to relate to hypothesis 2. Nonetheless, all four Items presented In Table 
32 show a probability score of less than .001. There Is clearly an associa-
tion between social class and these items which Is not due to chance. 
TABLE 31.--Distrlbution of the ·sample by social class in Items 40, 41, 42, 
43, and 45 concerning the Cook County Democratic Party 
Item 40. Concerned with the majority of people as opposed to special interests 
Level of 
Agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A little 
Not at a 11 
I tern 41. 
Level of 
Agreement 
Very much 
Somewhat 
A 1 lttle 
Not at all 
Total 
Class I 
Per cent 
6.4 
30.0 
36.4 
27.3 
100. 1 
N=220 
Chi-square= 61.937 
Class I I 
Per cent 
8.7 
27.3 
37.2 
26.9 
100. 1 
N=253 
Class Ill 
Per cent 
21.6 
22.3 
36.5 
19.6 
100.0 
N=148 
Probability Is less than .001 
Class IV 
Per cent 
46.2 
23. 1 
15.4 
15.4 
100. 1 
N=95 
Commitment to human welfare and social problems rather than to 
property rights 
Class Class I I Class Ill Class IV 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
' 7.8 7.3 17.4 19. 1 
29.8 27.4 36. 1 46.8 
42.2 43.1 33,3 25.5 
20.2 22.2 13 .2 8.5 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 
N=218 N=248 N=144 N=94 
Chi-square = 51 . 378 Probab 111 ty Is 1 ess than .001 
Item 42. Party of the weak, of minorities, and of the poor 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent, Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 11.0 7,3 14. 1 18.3 
Somewhat 27.5 27.4 31. 7 32.3 
A little 33,9 35. 1 31.0 25.8 
Not at a 11 27.5 30.2 23.2 23.7 
Total 99,9 100.0 100.0 100. 1 
N=218 N=248 N=llt2 N=93 
Chi-square = 15.lt80 Probability Is more than .05 
Item 43. Issue-oriented, party of Ideas 
Level of Class I Class II Class I II Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much lt. 7 5,7 17.4 14.0 
Somewhat 21.2 18.2 26.8 38.4 
A little 37,3 36.0 31.9 31.lt 
Not at a 11 36.8 40. 1 23.9 16.3 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=212 N=2lt7 N=138 N=86 
Chi-square • 59.lt34 Probabl 11 ty Is less than .001 
Item 45. An 1utocr1tlc, closed structure 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 52.7 49.4 t,3,5 36.3 
Somewhat 16.8 17 .6 17.0 16.5 
A little 15.9 18.o 
l 11! 15.0 22.0 Not at al 1 . ' 14 .s "''''"'''14.9 11. 2·4 .s· 25.3 
Total 99,9 99,9 100.0 100. 1 
j 'I . ) 
N=220 N=255 N=llt6 N=91 
Chl-sguare • 23.319 Probabl 1 It~ Is 1 ess than .os 
74 
If one accepts the Interpretation that willingness to change Is a 
•• positive trait (Table 32) then the higher the class, the more negative the 
attitude toward the County Party. Likewise, If one accepts the Interpre-
tation that being conservative Is a negative trait, then the higher the 
class the more negative the attitude of respondents toward the County 
Party (Item 44 In Table 32). These Interpretations of Items 39 and 44 are 
the subjective Interpretations of this writer. The same Is true of Items 
46 and 47. If one accepts the Interpretation that being llberal Is a posi-
tive trait for the Democratic Party, then the higher the class, the more 
negative the attitude of respondents toward the County Democratic Party. 
TABLE 32. Distribution of sample by social class on Items 39, 44, 46, and 
47 concerning the Cook County Democratic Party 
·I tern 39. WI 11 Ing to change, does not def end the status quo 
Level of Class Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per tent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 1.8 3.6 6.2 4.4 
Somewhat 17.8 19.0 21.4 37.8 
A 11ttle 36. l 33. l 36.6 30.0 
Not at all 44.3 44.4 35,9 27.8 
Total 99,9 100. 1 100. 1 100.0 
N=219 N=248 N=145 N•90 
Chi-square • 39. 137 Probability Is less than .001 
Item 44. Generally too conservative 
Level of Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 29.4 26.5 17.3 8.0 
Somewhat 25.4 ' 22.4 23.0 17.0 
A little 23.0 28.6 28.8 27.3 
Not at all 27.2 22.4 30.9 47.7 
Total \oo.o 99.9 100.0 100.0 
N•213 N•245 N•139 N•88 
Chi-square • 34.329 Probability Is less than .001 
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Item 46. Genera11y too 1 lberal 
Leve1 of C1ass I Class I I Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 0,9 Lt • 1 8.6 11.2 
Somewhat 4.6 6.5 14.4 24.7 
A little 9,7 13.0 22.3 19. 1 
Not at all 84.7 76.4 54.7 44.9 
Total 99.9 100.0 100.0 99.9 
N=216 N=246 N=139 N=89 
Chi-square = 85.907 Probability Is less than .001 
Item 47. Too much dissent and disunity 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 5.3 8.5 9.2 11.4 
Somewhat 15.3 12.7 20.6 29.5 
A little 23.0 28.8 33.3 31.8 
Not at a 11 56.5 50.0 36.9 27.3 
Total 100. 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=209 N=236 N=141 N=88 
Chi-square = 38.365 Probabi 11 ty is less than .001 
Item 47 ls the most ambiguous to interpret. Only If one Interprets 
dissent and disunity as positive traits of a party, could one say that the 
higher the class the more negative the attitude toward the County Party. 
In summary, eight of the nine items about the Cook County Democratic 
Party reveal an association between social class and attitude toward the 
party with a probability of chance score of less than .05. Five items, those 
reported upon In Table 31, clearly reveal the pattern that the higher the 
class the more negative the attitude toward the County Party. The other 
four items (Table 32) reveal the same pattern, If one accepts the Interpre-
tation of the Item given by this writer. In the judgment of this writer, 
the data presented here substantiate hypothesis two; namely, the higher 
the socio-economic class of suburban registered Democrats, the more negative 
f 
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their attitude toward the Cook County Democratic Party. 
~ 
V. Religious Affiliation and Hypotheses Two and Three 
The distribution of religious preference within the four social 
classes was also different. Therefore, r~llglon, when Introduced as a con-
trol, could assist In an analysis of the relationship between social class 
and attitudes toward the Democratic Party. 
The percentage of Catholics ls higher In Classes Three and Four than 
In Classes One and Two. Correspondingly, the percentages of Protestants and 
Jews in Classes Three a·nd Four are lower. Refer to Table 21 for exact per-
centages. 
When religion ls held constant, there are too few Protestants and Jews 
in Classes Three and Four to draw reliable conclusions about the relationship 
of class and attitude within the religious groupings. Tables 33 and 34 illus-
trate the pattern of responses among social classes, when rel lg Ion is held 
constant. Note that the number of Protestants and Jews in Classes Three and 
Four is below fifty on these two items. These tables represent the general 
pattern on all the items dealing with attitudes toward the Cook County Demo-
cratic Party and attitudes toward Mayor Richard J. Daley. These percentages 
are Included here to Illustrate that the relationship between class and 
attitude Is not the same for Catholics as for Protestants and Jews. For 
Catholics, the data do not substantiate the hypothesis that the higher the 
class the more negative the attitudes toward the Cook County Democratic Party 
and Mayor Richard J. Daley, while for Protestants and Jews the above hypo-
thesis is verified by the limited data of this study. 
The data here cited Indicated the need for a study of a larger popu-
lation where controls for religion can be introduced and analyzed more reliabl~. 
This thesis has shown that the higher the class, the more negative the atti-
tude toward the Cook County Democratic Party and toward Mayor Richard J. 
Daley. It has shown that Catholics have a more positive attitude toward the 
Cook County Party and toward Mayor Daley than have Protestants and Jews. 
Likewise, the data reveal that the lower the class, the higher the percentage 
of Catholics In this sample. 
, 
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Therefore, In analyzing the relationship of class and attitude toward 
the party and the Mayor, one must ask If the differences among the classes 
are related to the traditional social class Indicators of education, 
TABLE 3). Distribution of sample by religion and social class In response 
to Item 40, ·~o what extent do you agree that the Cook County Democratic 
Party Is concerned with the majority of people•• oppoted to 1pe~l•l Interests 
Ca tho 1 i cs 
Level of Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 16.7 23.8 33.8 18.5 
Somewhat 31.5 29.8 28.2 49.3 
A little 40.7 29.8 26.8 18.5 
Not at a 11 11. 1 16.4 11.3 13.8 
Total 100.0 99,9 100. 1 100. 1 
N=54 N=67 N=71 N=65 
Protestants 
Level of Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 1.8 1.8 21.2 20.0 
Somewhat 38.3 31.6 21.2 33.4 
A little 35.0 35.0 36.4 40.0 
Not at a 11 24.9 31.6 21.2 6.7 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 1 
N=60 N=60 N=33 N•15 
Jews 
Level of Class I Class II Class 11 I Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 4.8 6.5 0.0 22.2 
Somewhat 26.3 31.6 17.4 55,5 
A little 35;0 35.6 52.2 22.2 
Not at a 11 33.8 26.3 30.5 0.0 
Total 99,9 100.0 100. 1 99,9 
N=80 N=76 N=23 N=9 
r-=-------. 78 
None r 
Level of Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much o.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Somewhat 25.0 15.0 16.7 50.0 
A little 45.0 45.0 58.3 0.0 
Not at a 11 30.0 40.0 25.0 50.0 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=20 N=40 N=12 N=4 
TABLE 34. Distribution of sample by religion and social class on Item 62: 
''Would you like to see the Mayor run again for Mayor of Chicago?" 
Ca tho 1 i cs 
Class I Class II Class II I Class IV 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Yes 56.4 52.9 68.9 52. 1 • 
No 29. 1 32.3 22. 1 19.2 
Undecided 14.6 14.7 9. 1 28.8 
Total 100. 1 99,9 100. 1 100. 1 
N=55 N=68 N=77 N=73 
Protestants 
Class Class II Class Ill Class IV 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Yes 25.8 23.4 49.9 50 .o 
No 48.3 62.4 29.4 37,5 
Undecided 25.8 14. 1 20.6 12.5 
Total 99.9 99,9 99.9 100.0 
N=62 N=64 N=34 N=16 
r 
79 . 
Jews 
Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Yes 31.4 28.4 20.0 30.0 
No 49,9 50.5 64.o 20.0 
Undecided 18.6 21.0 16.o 50.0 
Total 99,9 99,9 100.0 100.0 
N=86 N=81 N=25 N=lO 
None 
Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Yes 20.0 21.4 14.3 0.0 
No 50.0 69.0 57. 1 40.0 
Undecided 30.0 9,5 28.6 60.0 
Total 100.0 99,9 100.0 100.0 
N=20 N=42 N=14 N=5 
occupation, and income, or to the different distribution of re 11 g i ous groups 
within the social classes? 
This thesis was not designed to probe that topic. Nonetheless, the 
findings of this study point to the need for and challenge of a study of 
the relationship of social class, religious affiliation, and political 
attitudes. Needless to say, this general topic has been and continues to 
be an Important focus of sociological as well as political science research. 
f' 
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Hypothesis 3. The higher the socio-economic class of suburban registered 
• 
Democrats, the more negative their attitude toward Mayor Richard J. 
Daley. 
Attitudes toward Mayor Daley were measured by twelve items on the 
questionnaire. On ten of these items there was a probability score of less 
than .05 according to the chi-square statistic. Table 35 presents the data 
on items dealing with attitudes toward Mayor Daley. 
TABLE 35.--Distrlbution of the sample by social class and attitudes toward 
Mayor Richard J. Daley. 
Item 51. Gets things done 
Level of Class Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 66.5 63,6 75,3 75.7 
Somewhat 27.3 27,9 21.5 19.4 
A little 5,3 8. 1 1.9 3,9 
Not at a 11 0.9 o.4 1.5 1.0 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=227 N=258 N=158 N=103 
Chi-square= 22.436 Probability Is less than .05 
Item 52. Good po 11 tic I an, ab 1 e to get compromise 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
Agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 52.2 48.2 66.9 65.7 
Somewhat 29.6 36.6 27.4 26.5 
A little 15.0 11. 3 3.8 5,9 
Not at a 11 3. 1 3.9 1.9 2.0 
Total 99,9 100.0 100.0 100. 1 
N=226 N=257 N=157 N=102 
Chi-square = 32.892 Probability is less than • 01 
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Item 53. Br I ngs business to the city • 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 49.3 47.5 59.2 69.6 
Somewhat 34.4 39.2 30.6 18.6 
A little 13. 1 10.2 1.0 7.8 
Not at a 11 3.2 3. 1 3.2 3,9 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=221 N=255 N=157 N=102 
Chi-square= 30.557 Probability Is less than .01 
Item 54. Responds to the physical needs of the city 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 32.3 23.8 40.9 49.5 
Somewhat 35.8 42.8 38.3 34.7 
A little 26.2 25.8 14.3 13,9 
Not at a 11 5,7 8. 1 6.5 2.0 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N==229 N=260 N=154 N=101 
Chi-square = 40.370 Probability Is less than .001 
Item 55. Honest 
Level of Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 34.8 30. 1 40. 1 34.4 
Somewhat 36,7 36. 1 33.3 46.9 
A little 16.3 21.3 17.0 11. 5 
Not at a 11 12.2 12.4 9.5 7.5 
Total 100.0 99.9 99.9 100. 1 
N=221 N=249 N=147 N=96 
. Ch I -square .. 27.797 Probability is less than .01 
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Item 56. Favors big labor unions 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 40.0 35.4 29.9 40.0 
Somewhat 38,5 41.4 41. 7 35.8 
A little 17 .6 19.0 22.2 20.0 
Not at all 3,9 4.2 6.3 4.2 
Total 100. 1 100.0 100. 1 100.0 
N=205 N=237 N=144 N=95 
Chi-square = 12.490 Probability Is more than . 10 
Item 57. Undemocratic, authoritarian, suppresses criticism 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 55.6 52.0 43.3 30.0 
Somewhat 26.5 26.2 19.3 25.0 
A little 10.8 13.7 18.7 27.0 
Not at all 7.2 8.2 18.7 18.0 
Total 100. 1 100. 1 ·100 .o 100.0 
N=223 N=256 N=150 N=lOO 
Chi=square = 47.895 Probability is less than .001 
Item 58. Bossism through machine po 1 lt i cs and patronage jobs 
Level of Class I Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 72.2 72.2 57.0 54.6 
Somewaht 15.2 16.6 24.5 27.8 
A little 9.4 8. 1 11. 9 14.4 
Not at all 3. 1 3. 1 6.6 3. 1 
Total 99,9 100.0 100.0 99,9 
N=223 N=259 N=l51 N=97 
Chi-square ... 35.042 Probability Is less than .001 
f 
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Item 59. Unresponsive to the problems of the ghettos and the Blacks 
Level of Class I Class II C 1 ass 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 34.7 34.2 20.7 8.9 
Somewhat 29.3 30.7 28.7 31. 7 
A little 20.0 19. 1 17.3 21.8 
Not at a 11 16.o 16.0 33,3 37,6 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=225 N=257 N=150 N=101 
Chi-square .. 62. 159 Probability Is less than .001 
Item 60. Ignores the suburbs 
Level of Class Class II Class 111 Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 36,5 33,9 36.7 33,3 
Somewhat 32.2 34.3 26.5 28. 1 
A little 22.6 21.8 18.4 22.9 
Not at all 8.7 10.0 18.4 15.6 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 99,9 
N=208 N=239 N=147 N=96 
Chi-square• 13.758 Probability is more than . 10 
Item 62. Would you like to see Mayor Daley run again for Mayor of Chicago? 
Response Class I Class II Class I II Class IV 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Yes 34. 1 31.2 49.4 47.2 
No 45.9 53.0 36.2 2'2.6 
Undecided 20.1 15.8 14 .. 4 30.2 
Total 100. 1 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=229 N=266 N=160 N=lOO 
Chi-square • 53,339 Probability is less than .001 
f 
84 
I tern 63. To what extent do you approve of the way Mayor Daley handled the 
Disturbances surrounding the 1968 Democratic Convention 
Level of Class I Class II Class Ill Class IV 
agreement Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 12.2 19.4 49.4 61. 7 
Somewhat 14.o 14.6 10.6 18.7 
A little 12.2 6.7 13. 7 5.6 
Not at a 11 61.6 59,3 26.2 14.0 
Total 100.0 100.0 99,9 100.0 
N=229 N=268 N=l60 N=107 
Chi-square = 188.604 Probability is 1 ess than .001 
An examination of the data presented In Table 35 clearly reveals that 
there Is an association between class and attitude toward Mayor Daley. The 
only two Items on which the association could be due to chance higher than 
the .10 probability level ere Items 56 and 60. Item 56 asks If the Mayor 
favors big labor unions. The ambiguity in the item is apparent. Is the 
item questioning whether or not the Mayor favors unionization, or favors 
unions over management, or favors big unions over small unions? Item 60 
questions If the respondents believe the Mayor ignores the suburbs. Again 
this Item is subject to many interpretations and, therefore, the meaning of 
the responses Is not clear. 
However, on the other ten Items dealing with Mayor Daley, there is an 
obvious pattern in the responses which can be easily detected by looking at 
the extreme response categories. When the characteristic of the Mayor is 
stated positively, as In Items 52 through 55, the data clearly reveal that 
the lower the class the more positive the attitude toward the Mayor. When 
the characteristic of the Mayor Is stated negatively, as in Items 57 through 
,-: ____________ ~ 
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59, it Is obvious that the higher the class, the more negative the attitude 
~ 
toward the Mayor. Actually, on all these ltems,52 through 55 and 57 through 
59, it Is true that the higher the class, the more negative the attitude 
toward the Mayor as well as the lower the class, the more positive the 
attitupe toward the Mayor. This same pattern Is strikingly evident in 
items 62·and 63. Item 63 gives the highest chi-square score with the 
lowest probability of chance score. 
In summary, the data reported upon in Table 35 substantiated hypo-
thesis 3; namely, the higher the socio-economic class of suburban registered 
Democrats, the more negative their attitude toward Mayor Richard J. Daley. 
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V. Analysis of Findings related to Subsidiary Hypotheses 
This section of Chapter I II will follow the same format as the pre-
ceding part. However, because the hypotheses presented In this section are 
subsidiary, the same detail In statistics will not be given here as was 
given In Part IV. 
Subsidiary Hypothesis 1. The higher the socio-economic class of suburban 
registered Democrats, the greater their knowledge of government. 
Knowledge of government was measured only in a superficial way in 
this study. Three Items were designed to test this dependent variable: 
items 77, 78, and 79 of the questionnaire. The respondents were asked to 
name persons holding specific government positions, one in a national legls-
latlve position, one in a national executive position, and one In an Illinois 
legislative position. 
Subsidiary hypothesis 1 is substantiated by the data on all three 
• items dealing with knowledge of government. As was stated In Chapter 11, 
more people knew the name of a junior Republican U. S. Senator from Illinois 
than knew the name of the U. S. Secretary of Defense. And more respondents 
knew the Secretary of Defense than knew a name of one of their district's 
State Representatives to the ll'llnois Legislature. Table 36 shows the per 
cent on these Items. 
Table 36.--Per cent of each social class giving correct name of government 
off i cl al 
Government Class I Class 11 · C 1 ass 111 Class IV 
Position Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
U. S. Senator 92.6 90.2 79.0 77.4 
Secretary of Defense 88.7 86 .1 71.6 68.6 
State Representative 63.0 51. 7 30.4 33,7 
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On all three Items reported In Table 36, the probability of chance 
• 
score Is less than .01. 
Subsidiary Hypothesis 2. Suburban registered Democrats who identify them-
selves as Catholics have a more favorable attitude toward the Cook 
County Party than those who identify themselves with another religious 
preference. 
Nine items measured attitudes toward the Cook County Democratic Party; 
all of them, when related to religious preference, give a probability score 
of less than .001. There Is ambiguity in the wording of several of these 
items, especially when attempting to analyze them in terms of positive or 
negative attitudes, or in terms of favorable and unfavorable attitudes. None-
the less, such an analysis Is necessary In relating these Items to the hypo-
theses of this study. This problem was discussed earlier In this chapter 
when analyzing the data related to the major hypotheses. 
Table 37 omits three items which seem most difficult to Interpret in 
terms of favorable or unfavorable attitudes toward the County Party. These 
three Items are Item 44, "Generally too conservative" item 46, "Generally 
too liberal" and Item 47, "Too much dissent and disunity." 
The rank order according to favorable attitudes among the different 
religious groups Is generally as follows: Catholics, Protestants, Jews, and 
"none." In Interpreting this finding, it is Important not to infer any 
causal relationship in view of many other factors, especially the different 
distribution of classes within each religious preference category (refer to 
page 62.) 
TABLE 37.--Per cent of sample by religious preference who responded 11very much 11 or 
11Somewhat11 to characteristics of the Cook County Democratic Party. 
Characteristic of Party 
Item 39. Willing to change, does not 
defend the status quo 
Item 40. Concerned with the majority 
of people as opposed to special 
interests 
Item 41. Commitment to human welfare 
and social problems rather than to 
property rights 
Item 42. Party of the weak, of 
Minorities, of the poor 
Item 43. Issue-oriented, party of 
ideas 
Item 45. An autocratic, closed 
structure 
Catholic 
Per cent 
41.6 
58. 1 
60.9 
52.2 
48.7 
51.9 
Religious Preference 
Protestant Jew 
Per cent Per cent 
26.0 17 .9 
43. 1 34. 1 
43.8 36.0 
40. 1 36.7 
33.7 24. 1 
69.3 70. 7 
None 
Per cent 
s.8 
19.3 
22.8 
23.0 
11.8 
70.4 
• 
00 
00 
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In summary, subsidiary hypothesis 2 is substantiated by t~e data; 
that ts, Catholics have a more favorable attitude toward the Cook County 
Democratic Party than registered Democrats of other religions. 
Subsidiary Hypothesis 3. Suburban registered Democrats who Identify them-
selves as Catholics have a more favorable attitude toward Mayor 
Richard J. Daley than those who identify themselves with another 
religious preference. 
Of the twelve Items which deal with attitudes toward Mayor Daley, 
eleven reveal a less than .001 probability score when measuring the associa-
tion between attitude and religious preference. The one Item (item 56) which 
has a probability of more than .10 is the statement that Mayor Daley "favors 
big labor unions." The ambiguity of these item was discussed earlier In 
this chapter. Table 38 presents some of the data dealing with religious 
preference and attitudes toward Mayor Daley. Items 51 through 55 are worded 
positively and, therefore, Catholics have the highest percentage responding 
"very much" on each of those Items. Whereas, items 57 through 60 are worded 
negatively and Catholic~ have the lowest percentage responding "very much." 
This same pattern Is evident on the last two Items probing attitudes toward 
Mayor Richard J. Daley, Items 62 and 63, Table 39 presents the complete 
data on those two Items. 
TABLE 38.--Per cent of sample by religious preference who responded "very much" to 
characteristics of Mayor Richard J. Daley 
Religious Preference 
Characteristic of Mayor Catholic Protestant Jew 
Per cent 
Item 51. Gets things done 
Item 52. Good politician, able to 
get compromise 
Item 53. Brings business to city 
Item 54. Responds to the physical 
needs of the city 
Item 55. Honest 
Item 57. Undemocratic, authoritarian, 
Per cent 
77,7 
69.8 
68.5 
51.3 
49.0 
suppresses criticism 31.6 
Item 58. Bossism through machine 
politics and patronage jobs 49.7 
Item 59. Unresponsive to the problems 
of ghettos and the Blacks 14.1 
Item 60. Ignores the suburbs 28.8 
Per cent 
60.5 
53,7 
48.0 
24.9 
29.0 
52.9 
70.2 
32.7 
36.7 
67.9 
47.8 
49. 1 
27.8 
27.4 
53.5 
77.4 
31.9 
38.6 
None 
Per cent 
50.0 
34.4 
33,7 
17.8 
18.6 
68.6 
76.9 
46.0 
37.3 
1 
\.0 
0 
~-_,......__ __ _ 
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TABLE 39.--Dlstrlbutlon of sample by religious preference and attitude toward 
Mayor Daley on Items 62 and 63 ~ 
Item 62. Would you like to see the Mayor run again for Mayor of Chicago? 
Religious Preference 
Response Cathol le Protestant Jew None 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Yes 58.6 31.4 27,9 17.9 
No 25.7 50.2 49.2 60.0 
Undecided 15.7 18.4 22.9 22. 1 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N=362 N=207 N=240 N=26 
Chi-square = 110.452. Prob ab 11 l ty Is less than .001 
Item 63. Do you approve of the way the Mayor handled the disturbances 
surrounding the 1968 Democratic Convention? 
Re 1 i g i ous Preference 
Response Catholic Protestant Jew None 
Per cent Per cent Per cent Per cent 
Very much 56.0 22.2 14.6 10.6 
Somewhat 16.9 9.4 16.3 6.4 
A little 6. 1 13.2 9.2 8.5 
Not at a 11 21. 1 55.2 59.8 74.5 
Total 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.0 
N=361 N=212 N=239 N=94 
Chi-square = 215.770 Probability is less than .001 
In summary, subsidiary hypothesis 3 ls clearly substantiated by the 
data. Suburban registered Democrats who are Catholic have a more favorable 
attitude toward Mayor Daley than suburban registered Democrats of other 
re 1 i g ions. 
This concludes the brief analysis of three subsidiary hypotheses. All 
three are substantiated by the data. The interpretatJon and importance of 
these findings will be presented in the next chapter. 
r 
CHAPTER IV 
CONCLUSION 
I. Summary and Evaluation of Findings 
Through this study of 960 suburban registered Democrats within the 
Chicago Metropolitan Area, the following four statements were verified: 
1. The higher the socio-economic class of these suburban registered Demo-
crats, the more negative their attitude toward the Cook County Demo-
cratic Party and toward Mayor Richard J. Daley. 
2. The lower the socio-economic class of these suburban registered Demo-
crats, the more positive their attitude toward the Cook County Demo-
cratic Party and toward Mayor Richard J. Daley. 
3, The higher the socio-econOfl'!IC class of these suburban registered Demo-
crats, the greater their knowledge of government. 
4. Catholics among these suburban registered Democrats have a more favorable 
attitude toward the Cook County Democratic Party and toward Mayor Richard 
J. Daley than suburban registered Democrats who identify with another 
religion or those who Identify with no religion. 
The generalizations which can obviously be drawn from this study 
should be qualified and tentative pending further study. The conclusions 
of a study of Democrats from six north and northwest suburbs of Chicago cannot 
automatically be applied to Democrats in all suburbs of Chicago. The com-
parability of suburbs must be studied before findings are generalized to 
other suburbs. There was no effort made in selecting the six suburbs in this 
study to select representative suburbs within the Chicago Metropolitan Area. 
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Whether or not these suburbs were unique or have some unique De~ocratic 
Party characteristics can only be discovered by studies of other suburbs 
within the Chicago area. 
Therefore, the conclusions of this study suggest some generalizations 
about suburban registered Democrats In the Chicago area, generalizations 
which should be tested by further and more representative studies. 
Another problem of generalization In this particular research is the 
degree to which registered Democrats are representative of all citizens who 
Identify themselves as Democrats. To what extent the findings of this study 
may be applied val Idly to Democrats (meaning those who Identify themselves as 
Democrats or those who usually vote for Democrats) Is unknown. Only other 
studies directed toward the entire citizenry could disclose the bias or 
representativeness of the sample of this study. 
The four conclusions stated at the beginning of this chapter are not 
meant to Imply a causal relationship between social class and political 
attitudes or knowledge. The type of relationship between social class and 
party attitudes could be the object of further study. This particular 
research did consider other independent variables. It found that the dis-
tribution of ages and sexes within each social class were relatively the 
same. There were nationality descent differences among the social classes. 
However, national descent was not Introduced as a control variable in the 
analysis of the relation of class and party attitudes because the number of 
respondents was too small to make valid comparisons. The relationship 
between religious affiliation and attitudes toward the Democratic Party 
when social class Is held constant Is a major area for new research, as 
Indicated by the findings of this thesis· 
r;= ______ _ 
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I I. Criticism of this Research 
Negative criticism of this study centers around two topics: the 
research design Itself and the limitation of resources available to adequately 
test the hypotheses. · FI rs t, the research des I gn I tse 1f was not p 1 anned 
thoroughly enough prior to acquiring the data. The Items of the questionnaire 
designated to measure attitudes toward the party and toward the Mayor could 
have been designed to form a scale. This would have facilitated by means 
of a single score the measurement of the relationship between social class 
and attitude. 
Another fault of the questionnaire Items dealing with political 
attitudes was the Indiscriminating quality of the four possible responses. 
The two middle responses of "somewhat" and "a little" do not sufficiently 
differentiate attitudes, and the four response categories do not form a 
scale. Such a scale would have enabled the use of certain correlation 
statistlcs·and, therefore, it would have been possible to refine the 
analysis of class and political attitude. 
The fact that none of the questionnaire Items asked the education of 
respondents was a serious omission. Educational level of the head of the 
household was acquired and used as a factor In the social class Index. 
However, If the educational level as well as the type of education of all 
respondents were ascertained, a more refined analysis of the social class-
political attitude relationship would have been possible. 
A more general criticism of the research design was the fact that 
some Items of the questionnaire dealing with political attitudes were not 
clearly related to the wording of the hypotheses. These Items were ambi-
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guous In terms of relating them to "positive" or "negative" attitudes which 
was the wording used In the hypotheses. Consequently, a rather subjective 
Interpretation of negative and positive attitudes was presented by this 
writer. For a more specific discussion of this problem refer to the analysis 
of hypotheses one and two In Chapter I I I. 
The second major area of criticism of this study Is the lack of 
resources adequate to test the hypotheses. Because of the great expense 
involved In sending questionnaires to a large sample and then Identifying 
Democrats on the basis of the respondents' own self Identity, questionnaires 
were sent only to those citizens who registered as Democrats in the last 
Presidential primary election. Thus, there Is a bias in an unknown direction 
because we do not know on the basis of this study if registered Democrats are 
truly representative of all those who consider themselves to be Democrats. 
Likewise, if It would have been financially feasible to send question-
naires to a larger sample, whether they are registered Democrats or simply 
registered voters, It would have been possible to Introduce more controls 
. 
in the analysis of class and political attitudes. Age, national descent, and 
religion could have been held constant and more refined and reliable data 
would have been available than was the case In this thesis. 
Two other limitations due to the choice of a mailed questionnaire 
as the Instrument of research were cited in Chapter II. They are the fact 
of the bias due to the low rate of return of mailed questionnaires and the 
inability to probe attitudes In some depth through the written questionnaire 
technique. Ideally, If more time and money were available, this study could 
have been Improved by conducting interviews with a sample of respondents 
after the questionnaires were returned. 
r= _______ _ 
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Viewing these criticisms from a more positive standpoint, they offer 
r 
rather concrete and challenging suggestions for further research. Some of . 
these suggestions are presented in the next section. 
I I I. Suggested Research 
Two suggestions for further research presented In the preceding pages 
are the following: 
1. A study of a sample of registered voters which would analyze 
attitudes toward political parties on the basis of the respondents' 
own Identification of party preference. 
2. A study of a larger sample of suburban registered Democrats 
drawn from a systematic sampling of suburbs within Cook County, 
thus enabling the use of several control variables. 
Another suggestion which could complement this thesis is a study of 
suburban registered Republicans which would use comparable hypotheses. 
Likewise, the need for a study of the relationship between class and religiou 
affiliation Is highlighted by the findings of this thesis. 
To what extent the suburban environment may have played a role in this 
research could be analyzed, if a similar study were made of registered Demo-
crats In one or more of the Wards of Chicago. The Ward should have several 
social classes within it. There are many Wards which offer this possibility, 
for example, the 42nd, the 43rd, and the 44th Wards. 
Still another study suggested by the research would be an analysis 
of the relationship between level of education, place of higher education, or 
major field of Interest during higher education, and attitudes toward the 
~ 
Democratic or Republican Parties. Lastly, an in-depth study of Democrats who 
are atypical in terms of the findings of this thesis could offer some explana-
tlon of the relationship between class and party attitudes. For example, 
interviews with a sample of registered Democrats who are In social class 
four and who have negative attitudes toward the County Party and Mayor Daley 
could be compared with social c·lass four, registered Democrats who have a 
positive attitude toward the County Party and the Mayor. The latter may be 
regarded as the more typical position on the basis of this study. Likewise, 
suburban registered Democrats In social class one who have a positive attitude 
toward the County Party and the Mayor could be Interviewed and compared to 
suburban registered Democrats in class one who have a negative attitude toward 
the County Party and the Mayor. Had the sample of this research been larger, 
this type of comparison could have been made on the basis of the question-
naire items. 
One suggestion for research leads to another and still another. Such 
is the process of analysis and discovery. Nonetheless, the analysis of any 
one research project has limitations and a point of no return. This con-
eludes the analysis, summary, criticism, and suggestions for research of 
this thesis. The next and final section of this chapter briefly discusses 
these findings In terms of sociological theory and political relevance. 
r 
IV. Interpretation of Thesis r 
Social class within American society, within our political parties, 
and within the ever expanding suburban fringes of our cities is a significant 
and potent basis of cleavage. This viewpoint has been emphasized and Illus-
trated by many sociological, psychological, and political studies. The 
findings of this thesis Illustrate the Important relatlonshlp of class and 
political attitudes among those who identify with the Democratic Party. 
With the continual increase of affluence In the United States and the 
numerical growth of the so-called middle class, politicians, among others, 
have pointed to the decline In class-conflict politics and the possible 
changing of traditional party allegiances among the upwardly mobile working 
classes. This thesis was not ambitious enough in scope to test the above 
asserttons, but It does identify certain facts which may call Into question 
such assertions. The fact that there is a definite and clear relationship 
between social class position and attitudes toward the County Party challenges 
the plausibility of a decline in the influence of social class within politics 
This thesis also Indicates that within the so-called '~iddle classes'' and 
within the often regarded homogeneous suburbs, there Is much social, economic 
and political diversity. 
Class In the Marxist tradition of a unified, self-conscious power 
block was not the object of this thesis, but rather social classes as broad 
groups within society which have similar social and economic characteristics. 
This thesis suggests that social classes sharing similar situations will 
probably seek to promote certain class viewpoints and Interests through 
political as well as other means. 
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Robert Alford64 found that in countries where religious and regional 
t 
differences are minimal, there Is a higher association between class and vote 
than in countries where there are many differences between regions and 
religion and strong ties between religion and party or region and party. 
However, In all four Anglo-Saxon countries which he studied, he found no 
indication of a decline in the association of class and vote. He predicts 
that In countries where centralization of government is increasing and where 
industrialization Is spreading to all sections of the country, thus decreas-
Ing regional differences, there will be an increase in class-interest politics 
This, he believes, will happen In the United States. Likewise, if society 
becomes more secularized, class Interests In politics will become more potent. 
Alford judges such a class interest politics to be more flexible and 
open ~o compromise than a religion or region based politics. These con-
clusions of Alford flow logically from his study, but are not clearly sub-
stantiated by data. 
However, If there is to be an Increase In class Interest politics in 
this country, the political parties will have to offer a clearer Ideological 
posture and class Interest program to the voters. This thesis reveals the 
diversity, If not polarization, of attitudes toward the County Democratic 
Party. This leads to the obvious question: do the major political parties 
represent the same goals, ideals, and platforms locally as they do nationally? 
Do the parties have enough internal unity to offer consistent Ideological 
and/or class-Interest alternatives to the American voters? 
64 Alford, pp. 287-341. 
r 
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If the suburbs of Chicago continue to grow at their preseht rate, the 
future of the County Democratic Party as well as the County Republican Party 
will be decided there. The Democratic Party does not seem to offer a plat-
form and program consistent with the National Party to the suburban Democrat. 
On the basis of this thesis many suburban Democrats have distinctly different 
reactions to their party depending on which level of party organization is 
presented, County or National. A positive or negative reaction Is related 
to their social class position. 
In summary, the Democratic Party amid increasing protest, alienation, 
and violence Is faced with serious problems of party unity, consistency, and 
credibility. The "class war" In Marxist terms may be overor just not yet 
here. But social class as a basic cleavage In political life Is far from 
dead. 
p 
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APPENDIX A 
Social Class Index 
In the Hollingshead "Two Factor Index of Soelal Positf9n1165 oGcupatlon 
and Income are used to determine social position. To determine the social 
position of an individual or of a household, two Items are essential: 
(1) the precise occupational role the head of the household performs in the 
economy; and (2) the amount of formal schooling he has received. Each of 
these factors are then scaled according to the following system of scores. 
A. The Occupational Scale. 
1. Higher Executives, Proprietors of Large Concerns, and Major Pro-
fessionals. 
2. Business Managers, Proprietors of Medium Sized Businesses, and 
Lesser Professionals. 
3. Administrative Personnel, Small Independent Businesses, and Minor 
Professionals. 
4. Clerical and Sales Workers, Technicians, and Owners of Little 
Businesses. 
5. Skilled Manual Employees. 
6. Machine Operators and Semi-Skilled Employees 
7. Unskilled Employees. 
This scale is premised upon the assumption that occupations have 
different values attached to them by the members of our society. The 
hierarchy ranges from the low evaluation of unskilled physical labor toward 
the more prestigeful use of skill, through the creative talents of ideas, 
65see August B. Hollingshead and Frederick C. Redlich, Social Class and 
Mental Illness, John Wiley and Sons, New York, 1958. 
f 
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and the manipulation of men. The ranking of occupational functions Implies 
' 
that some men exercise control over the occupational pursuits of other men. 
Normally, a person who possesses highly trained skills has control over 
several other people. This ls exemplified In a highly developed form by an 
executive In a large business enterprise who may be responsible for decisions 
affecting thousands of employees. 
The educational scale is premised upon the assumption that men and 
women who possess similar educations will tend to have similar tastes and 
similar attitudes, and they will also tend to exhibit similar behavior 
patterns. The educational scale Is divided Into seven positions: (1) Gradu-
ate Professional Training, (2) Standard College or University Graduation, 
(3) Partial College Training, (4) High School Graduates, (5) Partial High 
School, (6) Junior High School, (7) Less than Seven Years of School. 
The factors of occupation and education are combined by weighing 
the Individual scores obtained from the scale positions. The weights for 
each factor were determined by multiple correlation techniques. The weight 
for each factor Is: Factor 
Occupation 
Education 
Factor Weight 
7 
4 
To calculate the Index of Social Posltlon score for an individual, 
the seal~ value for occupation is multi pl led by the factor weight for 
occupation, and the scale value for education Is multiplied by the factor 
weight for education. 
p 
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The most meaningful breaks for the purpose of predicting the social 
t 
class position of an individual or of a nuclear family is as follows: 
Social Class 
I 
II 
111 
IV 
v 
Range of Computed Scores 
11-17 
18-27 
28-43 
44-60 
61-77 
When the Two Factor Index of Social Position Is rel led upon to deter-
mine class status, differences In Individual scores within a specified range 
are Ignored, and the scores within the range are treated as a unit. This 
procedure assumes there are meaningful differences between the score groups. 
Individuals and nuclear families with socres that fall into a given segment 
of the range of scores assigned to a particular class are presumed to belong 
to the class the Two Factor Index of Social Position score predicts .for it. 
The assumption of a meaningful correspondence between an estimated 
class position of individuals and their social behavior has been validated 
by the use of factor analysis. The validation study demonstrated the existenc 
of classes when mass communication data are used as criteria of social behavio 
near voter: 
APPENDIX B 
Copy of Cover Letter and Questionnaire 
• t Sister Ann Seng 
2744 N. Mildred Ave. 
Chicago, Ill 60614 
January 7, 1970 
Enclosed is a short questionnaire which I am sure you will find 
interesting. This is part of a study I am doing for a graduate 
degree at Loyola University, Chicago. I would appreciate it very 
much if you would take the time to fill out this questionnaire 
and return it to me, in the envelope provided, at your earliest 
convenience. It should not take any more than 15 minutes of your 
time. 
I rely on the kindness of voters like yourself to assist me in 
this project that has already taken much time and energy. 
Over 2800 citizens living in six North and Northwest Suburbs of 
Chicago who registered as Democrats in the last presidential 
primary have been asked to cooperate in this study. 
Please answer the questions candidly. Be assured of absolute 
anonymity: there will be no way to identify any questionnaire that 
is returned. If more than one member of your family received this 
questionnaire, may I ask that each of you fill out a questionnaire 
and return it to me. This is a very important aspect of the study. 
If you are interested in the results of this.survey, feel free to 
send me a request for them. I will send a report to you by May 
of 1970. 
Sincerely, 
l 
1. 
2. 
r r 1 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 
' 
In what suburb do you presently live? _________________________ _ 
For how long have you lived in this suburb? Check one. 
1) ___ 0 · 4 years 
2) 5 · 9 years 
3) --- 10 · 14 years 
4) === 15 · 19 years 
5) 20 · 24 years 
6) === 25+ years 
' 
3. Where did you live before moving to this suburb? Check one. 
1) I have always lived in this suburb 
2) --- City of Chicago 
3) --- Another suburb of Chicago; specify----..,..-----------------
4) --- Another large city ( 100,000 or over population) 
5) --- A suburb of another large city 
6) -- A small city ( 10,000 · 99,999) 
7) --- A small town (under 10,000) 
8) --- Rural area (under 2,500) 
9) == Other; specify ____________________________ _ 
4. Where did you spend most of your childhood years? Check one. 
1) In the suburb in which I now live 
2) --- City of Chicago 
3) === Another suburb of Chicago; specify ____________________ _ 
4) ___ Another large city (100,000 or over population) 
5) A suburb of another large city 
6) === A small city ( 10,000 · 99,999) 
7) A small town (under 10,000) 
8) --- Rural area (under 2,500) 
9) --- Other; specify ____________________________ _ 
5. How likely is it that you will be moving out of Illinois in the next five years? Check one. 
1) ___ very likely 
2) ___ fairly likely 
3) ___ not very likely 
4) ___ not at all likely 
6. How do you generally classify yourself politically? Check one blank only. 
Liberal Moderate Conservative 
1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
Democrat 
Republican 
Independent 
Other; specify ____________ _ 
7. For how long have you considered yourself to be such (response to question 6)7 Check one. 
1) ___ Since my childhood 
8. 
2) ___ The last 20 years 
3) ___ The last 15 years 
4) The last 10 years 
5) --- The last 5 years 
6) === The last few years (0 · 4) 
If you at some time changed from another P,Olitical persuasion to the Democratic Party, why did you do so7 
(Check only one, the most important one to you.) 
1) ___ ·Because of a particular candidate or political figure 
2) Because of the general quality of the Democratic candidates 
3) Because of the general philosophy of the Democratic Party 
4) ___ Because of my parents 
5) Because of my spouse 
6) ___ Because of my friends 
7) ___ Because of my education 
8) ___ Because of my empl.oyment 
9) ___ Other; please specify ________________ __., _________ _ 
9. Do you at the present time feel any social or economic pressure to change your pol ical party preference? 
1) No 
2) == Yes,. from Democrat to Republican . 
3) Yes, from Democrat to Independent 
4) __ Yes; specify-------------------i---------
10. Do you .think it is generally best to vote a straight party ticket in national elections 
1) __ Yes I 
2) No 
3) Don't know 
• 
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11. Do you think it is generally best to vote a straight party ticket in state and county elections? 
1) __ Yes 
2) No 
3) --- Don't know 
12. Have you ever voted for an independent Democrat over a regular party organization candidate in a primary 
election? 
1) Yes 
2) --- No ' 
--- Comment: 
-------------------~----------13. How often do you vote in primary elections? 
1) Most of the time 
2) --- Seldom 
3) ==Never 
14, At th• tlm• if thil AY!fYiit 1111 Qemeeratia Qenventl9fl, Whom did vow ftvot to tJ• C•MOOra1ii pfiliElantlal 
nomlnee7 Check one. 
1) Humphrey 
2) ___ McCarthy 
3) Wallace 
4) --- McGovern 
5) --- Ted Kennedy 
6) ___ Other; specify _______ """"""'.""""""'.--------------------
15. In November 1968 for whom did you vote? 
1) ___ Humphrey 
2) Nixon 
3) Wallace 
4) == Other; specify ____________________________ _ 
16. In November 1968 for whom did you vote for Governor? 
1) ___ Shapiro 
2) ___ Ogilvie 
3) ___ Other; specify ____________________________ _ 
17. At the time of the 1968 national elections, in how many of the activities listed below did you engage for any 
candidate? Check as many as you like. 
1) Wear a button 
2) == Put a sticker or placard on car 
3) ___ Make a financial contribution to the campaign 
4) Contribute time and work to a campaign 
5) None of these 
6) == Other; specify ____________________________ _ 
18. How old are you? __ _ 
19. Were you born in the United States? 
1) Yes 
2) ==No 
20. What sex are you 7 
1) Male 
2) == Female 
21. What is your marital status? 
1) Married 
2) ==Single 
3) Separated or divorced 
4) --- Remarried after divorce or widowhood 
5) == Widowed 
22. What is your religious preference? 
1) Protestant; specify __________________________ _ 
2) --- Catholic 
3) --- Jewish 
4) --- Other; specify------------------+-----------
5) ==None 
23. Check the educational attainment of the head of the household. 
1) ___ Graduate degree 
2) ___ College degree 
3) ___ Some college 
4) High school graduate 
5) Some high school: 10 · 11 years 
6) Junior high school: 7 • 9 years 
7) Less than 7 years 
~----... ------------------------~--~~ 
-
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24. If you are head of the household, please state your present occupation (if retired, your previous occupation). 
If you are not the head of the household, please state the occupation of the chief bread winner in your family. 
Please be specific. For example: Manager of 12-man insurance agency office; file clerk for 1000-employee mail 
order house; used car salesman in north suburban town. Avoid vague titles like: Manager, office worker, sales-
man, etc. 
Occupation ____________________________________ _ 
Type of company, if this applies ___________________ ,__ ________ _ 
Further description _________________________________ _ 
25. If you are a single woman or wife in the home, do you have some type of gainful employment (full or part time 
job) outside the home? 
1) ___ Yes, 0- 10 hours per week 
2) ___ Yes, 10 - 19 hours per week 
3) ~ Yes, 20 · 29 hours per week 
4) ___ Ves, 30 · 39 hours per week 
5) ___ Yes, 40+ hours per week 
6) __ No 
26. What was your total (combined husband and wife) income before taxes in 19697 
1) __ Under $7 ,500 
2) $ 7,500 - 9,999 
3) 10,000 - 14,999 
4) -- 15,000 - 19,999 
5) === 20,000 - 29,999 
6) -- 30,000 - 39,999 
7) __ Over $40,000 
27. Check the one below which applies to your residence. 
1) ___ Own my own home, mortgage paid 
2) ___ Own my own home, paying on mortgage 
3) ___ Rent my home 
4) Purchased home in condominium 
5) === Rent apartment 
6) Other; specify ____________________________ _ 
To what extent do you agree that the National Democratic Party has the following characteristics? 
28. 
29. 
JO. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
Very Some- A Not 
much what little at all 
___ Willing to change, does not defend the status quo 
___ Concerned with the majority of people as opposed to special interests 
Commitment to human wiilfart •nd 1oclal Pl'Obltm1 rethtr thtn till property 
rights 
___ Party of the weak, of minorities, and of the poor 
___ ___ Issue oriented, party of ideas 
______ Generally too conservative 
___ ___ An autocratic, closed structure 
___ Generally too liberal 
=== Too much dissent and disunity 
___ Other characteristics; specify ________________ _ 
Do you like the Southern wing of the National Democratic Party? 
1) Yes 
2) --- Somewhat 
3) ===No 
To what extent do you agree that the Cook County Democratic Party has the following characteristics? 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
Very Some- A Not 
much what little at all· 
___ Willing to change, does not defend the status quo 
___ ___ ___ === Concerned with the majority of people as opposed to special interests 
___ ___ Commitment to human welfare and social proble,tns rather than to property 
rights : 
___ ___ Party of the weak, of minorities, and of the po<f 
___ ___ ___ ___ Issue oriented, party of ideas · 
___ ___ Generally too conservative 
___ An autocratic, closed structure 
______ Generally too liberal 
____________ Too much dissent and disunity 
____________ Other characteristics; specify-------i-----------
49. Do you believe that machine politics (patronage jobs) is a necessary part of politics nd government in Chicago? 
11 ___ Yes, definitely 
21 ___ Somewhat necessary 
31 No 
Comments---------------------1----------~ 
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50. Do you believe that machine politics (patronage jobs) is a good form of politics and government in Chicago? 
1) ___ Yes 
2) Somewhat 
3)-- No 
--- Comments 
-------------------------------
To what extent tlo you agree that Mayor Daley has the following characteristics? ' 
51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 
60. 
61. 
62. 
63. 
64. 
Very Some- A Not 
much what little at all 
___ Gets things done 
______ Good politician, able to get compromise 
Brings business to the city 
___ Responds to the physical needs of the city 
Honest 
___ Favors big labor unions 
Undemocratic, authoritarian, suppresses criticism 
___ Bossism through machine politics and patronage jobs 
___ Unresponsive to the problems of the ghettos and the Blacks 
___ Ignores the suburbs 
_________ Other characteristics; sp~ify ________________ _ 
Would you like to see Mayor Daley run again for Mayor of Chicago? 
1) Yes 
2)-- No 
3) == Undecided 
To what extent do you approve of the way the Mayor handled the disturbances surrounding the 1968 Demo-
cratic Convention? 
1) ___ Very much 
2) Somewhat 
3) -- A little 
4) == Not at all 
What does/did your father generally consider himself to be politically? 
1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
Liberal Moderate Conservative 
Democrat 
Republican 
Independent 
Don't know 
Other; specify ____________ _ 
65. What does/did your mother generally consider herself to be politically? 
Liberal Moderate Conservative 
1) 
2) 
3) 
4) 
5) 
66. Was your father born in this country? 
1) Yes 
2) ===No 
67. Was your mother born in this country? 
1) Yes 
2) ===No 
Democrat 
Republican 
Independent 
Don't know 
Other; specify ____________ _ 
68. What was the original nationality of your family on your father's side7 ______________ _ 
69. What was the original nationality of your family on your mother's side7 _____________ _ 
70. What is the name of our recently appointed Republican U.S. Senator from the State of Illinois, who has taken 
Dirksen's place? ___________________________________ _ 
71. Do you remember the name of the present U. S. Secretary of Defense? ______________ _ 
72. Who is a State Representative to the Illinois Legislature from your district? _____________ _ 
' 
Thank you for your kindness in coopetating with this study. May 
I ask you to return this questionnaire[ please, as soon as possible. 
I 
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